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Dewey Bros Co vs L & N et al (5028). 
Alleges that a rate of 21 cents charged 
on dried grains from Eminence, Ky., 
to Baltimore, Md. (when for export) 
is unjust. That 13 cents would be a 
reasonable rate; p 236. 

ay Portland Cement Co vs A T & 
s et al (4949). Alleges that rate 
of 48 cents on shipments from Whit- 
ing, Ind., to Dewey, Okla., is excess- 
ive. Just rate should not exceed 35 
cents; p 112. 

Dillon Coat & Transfer Co vs Oregon 
Short Line and Union Pacific (5211). 
Alleges that a rate of $4.0n coal from 
Rock Springs, Cumberland and North 
Kammerer, Wyo., to Dillon, Mont., 
is paren, and should not exceed $3.25; 
p 547. 

Dixie Cotton Oil Co vs St L & S F and 
CRI & P (4935). Alleges that rate 
on cottonseed from Wellston, Okla., 
to Little Rock, Ark., of 32 cents is 
unjust, and should not exceed 24 
cents; p 112. 

Dodd, G W, vs Tex & Pac et al (5229). 
Alleges unjust rates on cottonwood 
lumber from Annona, Tex., to Spring- 
field, Mo.; p 578. 

Douthitt & Crosswy Tobacco Co, Paris, 
Tenn., vs N C & St L et al (5279). 
Alleges a 40-cent rate on tobacco to 
New Orleans is unjust, and de- 
mands rate of 22 cents; p 841. 

Dowd, R J, Knife Works, Beloit, Wis., 
vs Wabash and C & N W (5035). Al- 
leges unreasonable rate charged on 
emery wheels from Detroit to Beloit, 
the through rate being 48.5 as against 
a combination of 41 cents; p 236. 

Dubuque :la.) Shippers Assn vs C & N 
W and Ill Cent (5149). Alleges the 
C & N W refuses to handle car con- 
taining L C L fast freight consigned 
to Madison and Woodman, Wis., with- 
out transfer at Galena, Ill.; p 444. 

Duhlmier Bros, Cincinnati, vs PC C & 
St L (5101). Alleges overcharge on 
lumber from Goshen, Ind., to Chicago 
in that demurrage charge ‘of $10 was 
imposed, although the agent reported 
that car could not be found; p 412. 

Eagle Pass Lumber Co vs GH&SA 
(5053). Alleges excessive switching 
charges on lumber at Eagle Pass, 
Tex., when coming from Texas points 
for transshipment to points in Mexico; 
p 270. 

Echols, W J, & CoetalvsAT&SF 
et al (5209). Alleges unreasonable 
rate on sugar from Atlantic coast to 
Fort Smith, Ark.; p 547. 

Edgar, W H, & Son vs L& N,CNO 
& T P and Sou Ry (4991). Alleges 
that the rate charged on beet sugar 
from Cincinnati, O., to Chattanooga 
and Knoxville, Tenn., is excessive; p 
169. 

Edwards, Thomas C., Alvin, Texas, vs 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe et al 
(5333). Alleges that rates of 26 
cents and 28.5 on hay from points in 
Louisiana to Alvin, Texas, are unjust 
in that they exceed the old rate of 
22.5 cents; p 1046. 

Bisle, Edward, Phoenix, Ariz., vs A T 
& S F et al (5235). Alleges that flour 
rate of $1.12 from Kansas milling 
points to Phoenix is unjust in that it 
exceeds 65 cents: p 616. 

N E Electric Co, Denver, vs C RI & 
P (5329). Alleges unreasonable rates 
on shipments of wrought iron conduit 
pipe and fittings in mixed carload 
lots from Burr Oak and Chicago, IIl., 
to Denver, Colo.; p 1046. 

El Paso Refining Co, Inc., vs The Rio 
Grande & El Paso R R et al (5302). 
Alleges unfair .classifications of lard 
substitutes from El Paso to points in 
the state of New Mexico; p 930. 

Empire Coke Co, Geneva, N. Y., vs Buf- 
falo & Susquehanna and New York 
Central (5036). Alleges that on ship- 
ments of bituminous coal from Saga- 
more, Dubois and Sykesville, Pa., to 
Geneva, a rate of $1.75 is charged, 
whereas a reasonable rate should not 
exceed $1.25; p 236 

Esson Granite Co et al vs Sou Ry et al 
(4950). Alleges that rate of $3.30 
charged on 43 cars of granite from 
Granite Quarry, N. C., to Chicago, 
Ill., was unjust and that rate should 
not have exceeded $3.10; p 112. 

Ewing Coal Co., of Beloit, Kan., vs Ark 
Cent and Mo Pac, Union Pac, and S L 
I M & Sou (5246). Alleges excessive 
rate for the transportation of lump 
~~ Paris, Ark., to Beloit, Kan.; 
Pp . 

Faultless Caster Co vs Mo Pac et al 
(4957). Alleges that on a shipment 











of 63 kegs of caster bolts and shanks 
they were assessed a rate of 45 cents, 
whereas a just charge would have 
been 32 cents; p 169. 

Floran, Archie, Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of S Dak vs Wells Fargo 
& Co and U §S Express Co (4984). Al- 
leges that an unjust rate was charged 
on the transportation of a violin from 
paren. S. D., to Watertown, S. D.; 
dD b 

Florence (Ala.) Wagon Works vs M & 
O and Southern (5223). Alleges that 
a 27-cent rate on wood felloes from 
Calhoun City, Miss., to Florence is 
unjust in that it exceeds the 14.75- 
cent rate on lumber; p 578. 

Florida Railroad Commissioners vs At- 
lantic Coast Line and Sanford & 
Everglades (5195). Alleges that rates 
on potatoes and vegetables from all 
stations on the Sanford road (other 
than Sanford) to Jacksonville, when 
for beyond, do not comply with the 
mileage scale prescribed by the Com- 
mission; p 615. 

Florien Lumber Co, Kansas City, vs 
Union Pac and Kansas City Southern 
(5100). Alleges that rates on yellow 
pine lumber from points in Louisiana 
are unjust, in that they exceed 37 
cents; p 352. 

Flynn, John E, Philadelphia, vs CI & 
L et al (——). Alleges that defend- 
ants discriminate against him on ship- 
ments of rough stone from the Bed- 
ford (Ind.) district in that the rate 
on rough stone is 26 cents, the same 
as on dressed stone. Just rate on 
rough stone should not exceed 18 
cents; p 352. 

Foreman Shoe Co, Charlotte, N. C., vs 
Southern et al (5125). Alleges that 
rates on boots and shoes from Boston 
to Charlotte are discriminatory, they 
being less than the rates to Lynch- 
burg and Atlanta; p 412. 

Fort Smith (Ark.) Commission Co vs 
Kansas City Southern et al (5168). 
Alleges that rate of 94 cents on cran- 
berries from New Jersey and Massa- 
chusetts to Fort Smith is unjust in 
that the rate of 53 cents from St. 
Louis to Fort Smith exceeds a 34- 
cent rate made on potatoes, cabbage 
and onions, and demands a through 
rate of 75 cents; p 514. 

Fort Smith Biscuit Co vs Kansas City 
Southern et al (5114). Alleges that 
rate on paper boxes and cartons from 
ee to Fort Smit’ is unjust; p 
384. 

Foster Lumber Co, Kansas City, vs C 
& N W et al (5197). Alleges unjust 
combination rate on empty cement 
sacks shipped from Manville, Wyo., to 
Mildred, Kan.; p 515. 

Franke-Erban, Theodora, Cincinnati, O., 
vs C & O.et al (5274). Alleges un- 
just rates on rough logs from Logan, 
W. Va., to Ivorydale, O. Demands 
rate not to exceed $2 per ton and $5 
for switching; p 719. 

Frick Co vs Cumb V and P R R et al 
(4931). Alleges that rate of 43 cents 
on five carloads of ice machinery from 
Waynesbora, Pa.. to Charleston, S. C., 
is unjust and just rate should not ex- 
ceed 25 cents; p 112. 

Fullerton Lumber Co vs Ala Cent, A 
T&SFC&Nw,CRIEP.G 
H & S A, Ill Cent, L & N, Union 
Pae and Yazoo & M V et al (5330). 
Allege excessive rates on lumber 
from southern points to points in 
western Iowa; p 1046. 

Fullerton Lumber Co vs C B & Q et al 
(4950). Alleges that excessive rates 
were charged on various consign- 
ments of lumber from points in 
Washington and Idaho to Grant. Ida.; 

170. 

Fullerton-Powell Hardwood Lumber Co, 
The, vs M & N A et al (5224). De- 
mands reparation because of misrout- 
ing resulting from initial carrier ac- 
cepting the routing of shipper; p 578. 

Gallatin Lumber Co, Bozeman, Mont., 
vs C B & Q et al (5205) Alleges 
unreasonable rate on coal from Gebo, 
Wyo., to Bozeman. Should not ex- 
ceed rate from Crosby; p 547. 

Galveston Comm’! Ass’n and Uliman, 
Stern & Krausse vs Lehigh Valley R 
R Co et al (5311). Alleges excessive 
rates on cigars (boxed) from South 
Bethlehem, Pa., to Houston, Texas, 
due to the absence of joint through 
rates; p 930. 

Gamble-Robinson Commission Co vs A 
T & S F et al (4954). Alleges that 
unjust rates were charged for the 
transportation of peaches in C IL lots 
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from California points to St Cloud and 
Wilmar, Minn.; p 112. 

Gambie-Robinson Commission Co vs C 
&NW,DL&W. andN YC & St 
L (4990). Alleges that on shipment of 
one carload of apples an excessive 
rate was charged; p 170. 

Gem City Terminal Co vs Union Pac 
and C St P M & O (4986). Alleges 
that unjust rates were charged on one 
car of corn shipped from Blair, Neb., 
to Laramie, Wyo.; p 170. 

Gifford, Geo, Co vs C RI & P (49739). 
Alleges that the rate charged on 
watermelons from Alex, Okla., to 
Omaha, Neb., as effective in S W 
Lines Tariff No 74, I C C No 920, 
anne July 11, 1912, is excessive; 
p 40. 

Gill Co., J. K., Portland, Ore., vs. Ore- 
Wash R R & Nav Co et al (5317). 
Alleges excessive charges on address- 
ographs from Chicago, Ill., to Port- 
land, Ore.; p 930. 

Goldfield Consolidated Milling & Trans 
Covs A T & S F et ai (5062). Al- 
leges that rate of $2.08 on cyanide 
potassium from San Diego, Cal. to 
Goldfield, Nev., is unjust, and that a 
reasonable rate should not exceed 
$1.15; p 326. 

Goldfield Consolidated Milling & Trans 
Co vs C & E et al (5064). Alleges 
that unjust rates are charged on steel 
window sash and parts from Youngs- 
town, Ohio, to Goldfield, Nev.; p 326. 

Goldfield (Nev.) Consolidated Milling & 
Trans Co vs Southern Pac and Tono- 
pah, Goldfield R R Co (5150). Alleges 
that rates of $1.83 and $1.54 on borax 
C L from Alameda, Cal., to Goldfield 
are unjust and should not exceed 80 
cents; p 444. 

Goldfield Consolidated Milling & Trans 
Co-.vs Lehigh Valley et al (5243). 
Alleges that rate of $3.07 on two car- 
loads of cyanide of potassium from 
Perth Amboy to Goldfield is excess- 
ive and should not exceed $1.85; p 666. 

Goodman Mfg Co vs PRR, PCC &St 
L and L & N (4983). Alleges that 
excessive rates were charged on ship- 
ment of machinery from Ridgway, Pa., 
to Rentschler, [ll.; p 170. 

Grasselli Chemical Co, The, Cleveland, 
vs B & O (5192). Alleges that Rule 
IX of the B & O Demurrage Tariff 
I C C No 501 is unreasonable in that 
it does not take into consideration 
weather conditions, and demands rep- 
aration of $1,382 demurrage charge 
on account of inability to remove ore 
which was frozen into a solid mass 
from 140 cars at its Canton plant; 
p 515. 

Gudenrath Lumber Co, Ltd, vs La Ry 
& Nav Co (4929). Alleges that ex- 
cessive rates are charged on ship- 
ments of lumber from Bismarck Sid- 
ing, Mead, La., to Alexandria, La., 
to be dressed in transit and reshipped 
to interstate points, of which Mounds, 
ite and Chicago are representative; 
p 2. 

Hartwell, F. G., & Co., Chicago, vs 
C & N W et al (5252). Alleges that 
a large number of cars of coal have 
been delivered containing less tonnage 
than shown on waybills upon which 
charges were assessed; p 666. 

Haas Lumber Co., A. Z., Cincinnati, vs 
Ala Great Southern et al (5269). Al- 
leges unjust demurrage charges on 
poplar lumber from Cypress, Ala., to 
Louisville, Ky.; p 930. 

Harrington, George, Carlinville, Ill., vs 
N Y cCént & Hudson River R 
(5337). Alleges unjust fares and prac- 
tices in connection with passenger 
tickets between New York City and 
Chicago; p 1046. 

Hartzell, George W., Piqua, O., vs. C H 
& D et al (5332). Alleges unjust 
rates on logs from points in Illinois 
and Indiana to Piqua, Ohio; p 1046. 

Hen-E-Ta Bone Co, Flemington, W. 
Va., vs L. & N et al (5173). Alleges 
that rate of $4.94 per ton on phos- 
phate rock from Mt Pleasant, Tenn., 
to Flemington is unjust in that it 
exceeds $3.70, the rate on ground 
rock; p 515. 

Hettler, Herman H, Lumber Co, Chi- 
cago, vs Mississippi Cent et al (5204). 
Alleges that a rate of 28 cents on lum- 
ber from Clyde, Miss., to Staunton, 
Va., stopped at Hattiesburg for dress- 
ing is unjust in that it exceeds the 
rate’ of 24 cents to Richmond, a more 
distant point; p 547. 

Hicks-Fuller-Pierson Co, Sioux City, Ia., 
vs C B & Q et al (5283). Alleges 
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excessive rates on cotton piece goods 
from territory east of the Indiana- 
Illinois line to Sioux City; p 841. 

Hinton Fruit & Produce Co, Hinton, 
W, Va., vs Chesapeake & Ohio et al 
(5177). Alleges unreasonable rate on 
fruit from Seaford, Del., to Hinton,, 
W. Va., resulting from refusal to 
make proper through route and joint 
rate arrangements; p. 515. 

Hirsch & Sons, Coal Iron & Rail Co, vs 
P RR et al (4948). Alleges that a 
rate of 70 cents on a consignment of 
condemned government stores from 
Annapolis, Md., to East St Louis, 
Iil., is unreasonable. That a just rate 
should not exceed 35 cents; » 113. 

Hobbs Hardwood Co et al of Raton, N. 
M., vs AT & S F et al (5097). Alleges 
that imposition of a through rate 
made up of the Colorado common 
point rate to Trinidad, Colo., plus the 
local to Raton and Springer, N. M., 
results in unjust through rate; p 352. 

Homer, R B, Lumber Co, Baltimore, vs 
Southern et al (5159). Alleges unrea- 
sonable rate on lumber from Amelia, 
Va., to Millington, Md.; p 444. 

Hoover, Owens, Rentschler Co vs CH & 
D, N Y¥ C & St L and other lines 
(4989). Alleges that on a shipment of 
two cars of pieces of fly wheel from 
Hamilton, O., to Harrisburg, Pa., an 
unjust rate was charged; p 170. 

Huiskamp Bros Co vs C & N W (5203). 
Alleges unreasonable storage charge 
on sign shipped from Chicago to New- 
man’s Grove, Neb. Just charge 
should not exceed 5 cents per day for 
first month and 15 cents per month 
thereafter; p 547. 

Indiana Sewer Pipe Co vs C & E I and 
other lines ‘4977). Alleges that de- 
fendants are charging unlawful rates 
on sewer pipe and wall coping and 
should put in force’ rates carried in 
tariff I C C No 306; p 170. 

Inglehart, Thomas H, Morgan Park, 
Ill., vs Pa Co et al (5266). Demands 
return of demurrage on 17 carloads of 
steel ipe from Massillon, O., to 
Franklin Park, arising from failure to 
give notice; p 666. 

Ingram, Frank, Robertsville, Mo..° vs 
Pierre, Rapid City & Northwestern 
(5153). Demands reparation on ship- 
ment of immigrant movables from 
Philip, S. D., to Robertsville on ac- 
count of misrouting; p 444. 

Intermountain Auto Co, Boise, Idaho, 
vs L S & M 8S et al (5164). Alleges 
unreasonable charge on automobile 
from Toledo to Boise, resulting from 
— to observe direction order; p 
15. 

Iola (Kan.) Portland Cement Co vs 
Mo Pac et al (5152). Alleges an ille- 
gal rate on cement in sacks from Iola 
to Jennings, La., via New Orleans. 
Just rate should not exceed 16 and 
18 cents; p 444. 

Iowa, Railroad Commissioners of. vs A 
T & S F et al (5161). Alleges un- 
reasonable rates on coffin stock, by 
reason of the fact that Western Clas- 
sification excludes coffin stock from 
the benefit of lumber tariffs; p 516. 

Iowa Railroad Commissioners vs_ Ari- 
zona WBastern et al (5241). Alleges 
that rates from Iowa points to thir- 
teen western states, except points 
taking Pacific coast rates, eastbound 
and westbound, are unduly discrimi- 
natory against Iowa; p 616. 

Jackson Lumber Co vs L & N (4996). 
Alleges that unjust rates are charged 
on lima beans and California beans 
from New Orleans to Lockhart, Ala.; 


p 206. 

Jelks, Oliver Kibbee, Quitman, Ga., vs 
ACL and L & N (5136). Alleges 
overcharge on one mixed ,carload of 
pears and watermelons from Dixie, 
Ga., to St Louis resulting from agent 
., pcan as to the cost of same; 
pn 413. 

Johnson, J. A., Denver, Colo., vs D & 
R G Ry et al (5338). Alleges unjust 
rates for the transportation of gran- 
ite from St. Louis to Denver; p 1046. 

Johnson, J. G., San _ Francisco, vs 
Southern Railway (5343). Alleges ex- 
cessive rates on sheep from Klamath 
Falls, Oregon to San Francisco by 
reason of failure to furnish the 
proper cars; p 1046. 

Jones Bros Co vs Montpelier & Wells 
River et al (5046). Alleges unreason- 
able rates on shipment of one carload 
of monumental granite from Barre. 
Vt., to Altenheim, IIll., being charged 
a rate of 26 cents and a car rental 
of $2 a day for 35 days; p 270. 





K & P Lumber Co vs K C & Sou, Mor- 
gan’s La & Tex R R & S S Co and 
Zwolle & Eastern (5171). Alleges that 
a 14-cent rate on lumber from Gibson 
and Blue Lake to New Orleans on 
lumber intended for export is unjust 
in that it exceeds the 10-cent rate 
ordered by the Commission in a simi- 
lar case; p 515. 

Kansas Chemical Mfg Co, The, vs A 
T & S F and C RI & P (5271). Al- 
leges prior to March 1, 1911, it was 
forced to pay an unreasonable rate 
on ammoniacal liquor from Joliet, Ill., 
to Hutchinson, Kan.; p 719. 

Kansas City Brewers Co vs C B & Q 
(5237). Alleges that rate of 13% cents 
on barley from Minneapolis, Minn., to 
Kansas City, Mo., is excessive; p 616. 

Kellogg Food Co, Battle Creek, Mich., 
vs Grand Trunk et al (5231), Alleges 
that Official Classification that makes 
substitutes for meat take third class, 
while Rule 26 makes potted meats 
take 20 per cent under third class, 
is unreasonable; p 616. 

Kellogg Switchboard & Supply Co vs 
Cincinnati, Hamilton & Dayton et al 
(5049). Alleges that an unjust rate 
was charged on shipment of electrical 
supplies from North Escanaba to Rus- 
sellville, Mich.; p 270. 

Kemmerer Hardware & Furniture Co, 
Kemmerer, Wyo., vs Union Pac et 
al (5077). Alleges unreasonable class 
rates on shipments to Kemmerer in 
that they were not reduced to the 
Utah common point rate in accordance 
with the order of the Commission: in 
Docket No 2662; p 352. 

Keogh, John W., & Co., Chicago, vs 
Cc St P M & O Ry et al (5305). Al- 
leges excessive rates on excelsior 
from St. Paul to Kansas City; p 930. 

King, Coolie & Co, Dallas. and other 
cotton shippers, vs Abilene & Sou et 
al. Demand reparation on cotton 
shipments moving through Galveston, 
Tex., between aug 1 and Nov 16, 
1910, during which period the through 
rate was higher than the combination 
of Texas commission’s local Texas 
common point rate and the 1%-cent 
wharfage charge; p 412. 

Kipp, B A, Co, Milwaukee, vs C M & 
St P et al (5109). Alleges unreason- 
able rate on car of mixed furniture 
shipped through forwarding agent 
from Milwaukee to Chicago Heights, 
Iil.; p 384. 

Kirkpatrick. J C. for Estate of E C 
Norton, Escanaba, Mich., vs C & N 
W et al (5137). Alleges that through 
rate of 21 cents on telephone poles 
from Daggett, Mich., to Frazeysburgh, 
O., was unjust and should not have 
exceeded the combination of local 
rates of 17% cents; p 412. 

Koehler Produce Co vs Pa R R Co et al 
(5210). Alleges unreasonable rates 
by reason of the produce rates from 
Pittsburg westward; p 547. 

Kuh Bros, Sioux Falls, vs A T & S F 
et al (5137). Alleges unjust rate on 
carload of broom corn from Lindsay, 
Okla., to Sioux Falls, resulting from 
being misinformed by agent as to the 
costs of routing on competitive lines; 


p 412. 

Laclede-Christy, St Louis, vs St Louis 
& San Francisco (5155). Alleges un- 
reasonable rate on bauxite ore from 
Berger Spur, Ark., to St Louis in that 
a charge of one cent for switching 
was made, and while complaint was 
pending, tariff absorbing such charges 
was published; p 444. 

La Grange (Ga.) Chamber of Com- 
merce vs Atlanta & West Point et 
al (5080). Allege that rates from Ohio 
and Mississippi River crossings to 
La Grange violate sections, one, three 
and four of the Act to regulate com- 
merce by comparison with rates to 
Atlanta and Opelika, Ala.; p 352. 

Lang & Ouverson and Guy W Camp- 
bell & Co vs Ill Cent et al (4944). 
Alleges rates were charged on motor- 
cycles from Springfield. Mass., Chi- 
eago, Ill., and other points to Water- 
loo, Ia., based on two and a half 
times first-class rate, Western Clas- 
sification, whereas a just rate should 
not exceed one and a half times first 
class; p 113. 

Largomarcino-Grupe Co. Davenport, vs 
C RI & P et al (5288). Alle~es un- 
just refrigeration rate on strawberries 
from Arkansas points to Davenport, 
er and other Iowa points; p 

Largomarcino-Grupe Co of Burlington, 
la.. vs C St P M & O et al (5037). 


Alleges that for the transportation of 
cabbage in bulk from River Falls, 
Wis., to Ottumwa, Iowa, unjust rates 
were charged; p 236. 

Lathrop Lumber Co ys. Alabama Gt 
Sou et al (5065). Alleges misrouting 
of shipment of yellow pine lumber 
from Coaling, Ala., to Huntsville, Ala., 
which resulted in an unreasonable 
rate; p 326. 

Laurel River Logging Co, Stackhouse, 
N. C., vs Southern et al (5156). Al- 
leges that rates of 27 and 34 cents on 
oats from New Albany, Ind., and East 
St. Louis to Runion, N. C., are unjust 
ee not exceed 15 and 17 cents; 
D ‘ 

Leavitt Land & Lumber Co, Dermott, 
Ark., vs St LIM & §S et al (5201). 
Alleges that a rate of 21 cents on oak 
lumber from Dermott to Kansas City 
is unjust and should not exceed 19 


of Omaha, Neb., vs 
and Ga R R (5258). 
Alleges excessive rate on incubator, 
brooders and advertising matter when 
shipped in mixed carloads from 
Omaha, Neb., to Augusta, Ga.: » 666. 

Lewis-Vidger-Loomis Co vs Ill Cent and 
L & N et al (4926). Alleges that 
combination rate of 68 cents on 
bananas from Mobile, Ala.. to St. 
Paul, Minn., and 60 cents from St 
Paul to Bismarck, N. D., is excess- 
ive; p 113. 

Lindsay Bros, Milwaukee, vs Grand 
Rapids & Indiana et al (5073). Al- 
leges overcharges on boilers and parts 
shipped from Kalamazoo to Albany, 
Wis., Pulaski and other Wisconsin 
points on the 65 and 66 cent rates im- 
posed; p 352. 

Little Rock (Ark.) Merchants Freight 
Bureau vs St LI M & §S (5170). Al- 
leges that rate of 36 cents on cran- 
berries from Memphis to Little Rock 
is unjust in that it exceeds 25 cents; 


p 516. 

Little Rock Merchants’ Freight Bureau 
vs Waterloo, Cedar Falls & Nor Ry 
Co, Wabash. C B & Q and St LS 
W et al (5216). Alleges excessive 
rates on canned goods from Iowa 
points to Little Rock and Pine Bluff, 
Ark.; p 547. 

Little Rock, Merchants’ Freight Bureau 
of, vs 8 LIM & §8 (5248). 
Alleges excessive rates for the trans- 
portation of hand agricultural imple- 
ments from St Louis, Mo., Cairo, 
Thebes and Memphis to Little Rock, 
Ark.; p 666. 

Lone Star Brewing Covs B& OS W 
et al (4968). Alleges that on two 
shipments of wooden bungs from Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, to San Antonio, Tex., 
an unjust rate of $1.45 was charged. 
Just rate should not exceed $1.12; 

170. 

Louisville (Ky.) Board of Trade vs Ind 
Col & Sou Traction Co et al (5217). 
Alleges that the absence of through 
routes and joint rates between points 
on the line of the Ind Col & Sou 
Traction Co and its connection is un- 
reasonable; p 578. 

Ludowici-Celadon Co vs C & N W and 
Gt Nor (4987). Alleges that on ship- 
ment of one carload of. brick from 
New Lexington, Ohio, to Green Bay, 
_" an unjust rate was charged; p 

Lyon Cypress Lumber Co., Garyville, 
La., vs Yazoo & Mississippi Valley R 
R Co et al (5341). Alleges excessive 
rates on tupelo gum lumber from 
flames La., to Knoxville, Tenn.; p 


Macon (Ga.) Chamber of Commerce 
Freight Bureau vs Norfolk & Western 
et al (5126). Alleges rates on classes 
one, three, four, five, six and A and 
on commodities like canned goods, 
boots and shoes, gasoline engines and 
soaps from Virginia cities are unduly 
discriminatory in favor of Atlanta; 
p 412. 

Macon (Ga.) Freight Bureau, Chamber 
of Commeree, vs C N O & T P (5227). 
Alleges unjust rates from all points 
to pa in comparison with Atlanta; 
p 578. 

Macon Mercantile Co vs M & O (5245). 
Alleges unreasonable rates on flour. 
meal, corn and oats from Union City 
and Humboldt, Tenn., and from St 
Louis, Cairo and Oakton, Ky., to 
Macon; p 666. : 

Maier, B, & Co, Benson. Ariz.. vs 
Southern Pacifie (5120).. Alleges un- 
just rates on sugar between Los An- 
geles and Los Alamitos, “sl., and 
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Benson, in that he was required to 
pay 90 cents, while sugar to El 
Paso was only 60 cents; p 412. 

Major, S C, Memphis, vs L & N et al 
(5075). Alleges overcharges on hard- 
wood lumber from his mill at Mont- 

"gomery to eastern points; p 352. 

Mansfield Hardwood Lumber Co, 
Shreveport, vs Tremont & Gulf et al 
(5081). Alleges that a 3l1-cent rate 
on hewn oak ties from Eros, La., to 
Laredo, Tex., was unjust and that a 
reasonable rate should’ not exceed 25 
cents; p 352. 

Mansfield (La.) Hardwood Lumber Co 
vs Tex & Pac et al (5230). Alleges 
that rate of 24 cents on gum lumber 
from Hosston, La... to Kansas City is 
unjust, inasmuch as Hosston is inter- 
mediate between Shreveport and Kan- 
sas City, which has a rate of 18 
cents; p 616. 

Marshall Oil Co, Marshall, Ia., vs C 
& N W et al (5134). Alleges that re- 
fusal of carriers to authorize the 
transportation of axle grease made 
from petroleum in mixed carloads 
with other petroleum products results 
in unjust L C L rates on that product; 
p 413. 

Marshall Oil Co, Marshalltown, Ia., vs 
C Gt W et al (5280). Alleges rate 
of 22 cents on petroleum from Mar- 
shall to Kansas City is unjust and 
should not exceed 17 cents; p 841. 

Martin Bros Piano Co vs P C C & St 
L, L & N, Guif & SI, and NOM 
& C (4992). Alleges that excessive 
rates were charged on shipments of 
sewing machines from Dayton, Ohio, 
to Columbia, Wiggins and Lucedale, 
Miss.; p 170. 

Martin & Son, and Martin & Mason, vs 
C & N W Ry (4972). Alleges that on 
mixed carloads of live stock between 
Blue Mounds and Verona, Wis., and 
Chicago, Ill., excessive rates were 
charged; p 179. 

Mason Bros vs Southern Pacific et al 
(5025). Alleges that local rate of 65c 
on grapes from Chicago to New York, 
which is in excess of the regular 
through rate of $1.15 on shipments 
originating at California points, is 
unjust; p 206. 

McCaa Coal Co of Gilmer, W. Va., vs 
the Coal & Coke Ry Co (5336). Against 
method of allotting coal cars to mines 
of complainant, instead of a daily 
arbitrary allotment as requested; p 
1046. 

McKnight Keaton Grocery Co vs CM & 
St P et al (5072). Alleges overcharge 
on cheese shipped from Plymouth, 
Wis., to Cairo, Ill.; p 326 

McLaughlin, A M, & Son, vs N C & St 
L et al (5071). Alleges unreasonable 
rate on salt from Louisville, Ky., and 
Cleveland, Ohio, to Fayetteville, 
Tenn.; p 326. 

Mead & Speer Co, Pittsburgh, Pa., vs 
Kanawha & W Va, C & O, Kanawha 
& Mich, Hocking V and W & L E 
(5326). Alleges excessive weight_on 
a@ car of basswood from Little Elk, 
W.:-Va., to Cleveland, O., which re- 
sulted in excessive charge; p 1046. 

Memphis Freight Bureau vs Ii] Cent et 
al (4942). Alleges that excessive rates 
are charged on lumber from points in 
Louisiana and Mississippi to Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and discriminate against 
Memphis in favor of Cairo, Ohio River 
crossings and points north thereof; 
p 113. 

Memphis Freight Bureau for American 
Bag Co vs B & O et al (5226). Alleges 
that rates on burlap-jute from At- 
lantiec ports to Memphis are unjust in 
comparison with rates to St Louis, 
East St Louis and Cairo; p 578. 

Memphis Merchants’ Exchange, Hay 
and Grain Dent of, vs T St L & W et 
al (5165). Alleges that the charging 
of a combination of local rates on hay 
from Ohio and Indiana to Memphis 
and Class D rates from Toledo, St 
Louis and Western stations in Illi- 
nois is discriminatory, and demands 
rates to Memphis not in excess of 
Class D rates; p 515. 

Mesilla Valley Produce Exchange, Me- 
sila, N. M., vs A T & S F et al 
(5082). Alleges unjust rate on alfalfa 
hay from New Mexico points to La 
Tuna and other Texas points; p 352. 

Metropolitan Lumber Co, Newark, N. 
J.. vs Central R R of N J (5087). Al- 
leges illegal demurrage on car of lum- 
ber at Bayonne arising from failure 
of the company to deliver goods as 
instructed; p 352. 
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Metropolis Lumber Co et al vs Long 
Island R R Co (5344). Alleges unjust 
demurrage and track charges at East 
New York; p 1046. 

Miller, Albert, & Co, Chicago, vs C & N 
W et al (5040). Alleges that rule 
83 is ambiguous and as a result, un- 
reasonable rates were charged on po- 
tatoes from Wisconsin to Oklahoma, 
consigned first to Chicago and di- 
verted while in transit; p 236. 

Miller, Albert, & Co, Chicago, vs C & 
N et al (5276). Alleges unjust 
rates on potatoes from Wild Rose, 
Wis., to Simonton, Tex.; p 719. 

Miller, Walter, Columbia, Mo., vs Ill 
Cent (5058). Demands reparation 
amounting to $20 on account of al- 
leged misrouting contrary to definite 
instructions; p 326. 

Milwaukee Maltsters’ Traffic Ass’n vs 
Grand Trunk et al (4955). Alleges 
that refusal of defendants to pay ele- 
vator allowances on shipments of 
malted barley puts it to a great dis- 
advantage in the conducting of its 
business; p 170. 

Minneapolis Civic and Commerce Ass’n 
vs C B & Q et al (5122). Alleges that 
rate made by the carriers in com- 
pliance, as they claim, with the de- 
cision of the Commission in the Salt 
Lake case, No 2662. placing Minne- 
apolis on a parity with Chicago, is 
unjust; p 413. 

Minneapolis Threshing Co, The, Hop- 
kins, Minn., vs M & St L et al (5246). 
Alleges misapplication of tariff on 
traction engine, pump, hose and tank 
wagon, resulting in an overcharge of 
$144; p 616. 

Missouri Transit Committee vs A T & 
S F et al (5328). Alleges discrim- 
inatory transit rules and regulations; 
p 1046. 

Mitchell, BE E, Veneer and Lumber Co, 
vs N.C & St L et al (5116). Alleges 
unreasonable rate on logs from Hick- 
ogg Ky., to Indianapolis, Ind.; p 

Montana, Railroad “Commission of. in 
behaf of Adolph Zimmerman, vs Gt 
Nor et al (5136). Alleges unreason- 
able passenger rate from Helena, 
Mont., to Los Angeles in that the 
through rate of $43.05 exceeds the 
through rate from Butte of $38.05 plus 
the local rate of $2.20; p 413. 

Montana, Railroad Commission of, vs 
Nor Pac and C B & Q (5272). Al- 
leges that rate of 50 cents on corn 
Cc L from Missouri River points to 
Gardiner, Mont., is unjust; p 719. 

Montana Railroad, on behalf of the Con- 
rad Mercantile Co vs Gt Nor Express 
Co (5199). Alleges violation of the 
fourth section in that the any-quan- 
tity fruit rate, Wenatchee. Wash., to 
Conrad, Mont., of $2.25 is in excess of 
the any-quantity rate of $1.75 to 
Butte. the more distant point; p 514. 

Morey, C S, Mercantile Co, Denver, vs C 
RI & P (5076). Alleges that rate of 
84 cents on washing machines from 
El Reno, Okla., to Denver is unjust 
and should not exceed 80% cents; p 


353. 

Morler, Chris, Boise, Idaho, vs O S L et 
al (5067). Alleges that two and a 
half times first class was charged on 
motorcycles from Armory and Spring- 
field, Mass., and Portland, Ore., 
whereas a rate of one and a half 
times ‘first class would have been 
reasonable; p 326. 

Morris Johnson Brown Mfg Co, Du- 
buque, vs Ill Cent R R et al (5315). 
Alleges discriminatory rates on excel- 
sior from Dubuque to Chicago and 
elsewhere; p 930. 

Morton Salt Co et al vs Morgan’s La 
R Rand §S §S Co et al (5154). Alleges 
overcharge on salt from Salt Mines, 
La., to Cape Girardeau, Mo., and Sulli- 
gent, Ala., on account of failure to 
observe joint tariff; pn 444. 

Moyer, Gus, Co, and Krakauer, Zork & 
Moye, Inc. vs P C C & St L et al 
(5033). Alleges that rates of $1.02 and 
$1.07 on sucker rods from Van Wert 
and Columbus, Ohio, to El Paso are 
unreasonable and exceed rates of 46 
and 49 cents on similar articles from 
the points mentioned; p 236. 

Muller, E B & Co, Port Huron. Mich., 
vs Grand Trunk Western R R et al 
(5285). Alleges unjust rates on car- 
loads of chicory from Port Huron to 
oe. Tex., and New Orleans; p 

Napier, Cheatham & Co, Nashville, 
Tenn., vs Mo Pac et al (5174). Al- 
leges unreasonable through rate of 


89 cents on canned salmon from As- 
toria, Ore., to Nashville in that it 
as pe the combination of 84 cents; 
Pp 

National Paper Co. Cincinnati, vs Mo 
Pac et al (5166). Alleges unreason- 
able rate on indented bottle wrap- 
ping paper from Cincinnati to Denver, 
in that it exceeds rate on corrugated 
bottle wrappers, a more expensive 
article; p 6516. 

Neilson Co., A. V., Ltd., Alexandria, 
La., vs St L I M & Southern et al 
(5318). Alleges excessive rates on 
cheese from Chicago to Alexandria, 
La.; p_ 930. 

Nelson, W, Edelsten, N. Y., vs Pa RR 
Co et al (5056). Alleges unreason- 
able passenger rates in that com- 
pany refuses to refund 800 miles of 
mye 4 mileage book destroyed by fire; 
p «0. 

New Orleans Board of Trade vs Tex 
& Pac and Int & GN (4965). Alleges 
that milling-in-transit privileges al- 
lowed by defendants on rough rice 
concentrated at Houston and Gal- 
veston, Tex., are unreasonable and 
> andes against New Orleans; p 

News-Times Pub Co vs Norf & West 
and A T & S F et al (4941). Alleges 
that rates on magazine supplements to 
Sunday newspapers from New York, 
N. Y., to Denver, Colo., are unrea- 
sonable; p 113. 

Northern Mercantile Co., Ltd., of Sand 
Point, Idaho, vs Grt Northern Ry 
Co et al (5308). Alleges excessive 
charges on shipment of mining poles 
from Ural, Mo., to Walsenburg, Colo., 
due to misrouting and errors in 
weight; p 930. 

Northwest Auto Supply Co vs Spoxane 
Intérnational Ry et al (5054). Al- 
leges that an unreasonable rate was 
charged on one automobile and snare 
parts from Black Rock, N. Y., to 
Spokane in that the L C L charge 
amounted to more than the C L 
charge would have been; p 270. 


Norvell, J L, Mercantile Co, Hayden, 
Colo., vs Denver, Northwestern & Pa- 
cific et al (5084). Alleges failure to 
establish through route and joint rate 
on boots and shoes to Steamboat 
Springs, which results in a combina- 
tion rate of $2.85. Just rate should 
not exceed $1.90; p 352. 


Obion Hardware Co vs Vandalia & Il 
Cent (5057). Alleges that a rate of 
53 cents on farm wagons from South 
Bend, Ind., to Obion is unjust and 
that a reasonable rate should not 
exceed 29 cents; p 326. 

O’Gara Coal Co. and Big Creek Colliery 
Co, The, vs CC C & St L and CI 
& Sou (4959). Alleges that the local 
rate of $1.05 and the rate of 95 cents 
(when for beyond) from points in the 
Harrisburg District, Saline County, 
Ill., to Chicago, Ill., are excessive, and 
that local rate should not exceed 95 
cents and a rate beyond, 85 cents; p 
206. 

Ohio Iron & Metal Co vs Chicago & 
Eastern Ill et al (5103). Alleges that 
rate of $1.25 per ton on scrap iron 
from Attica, Ind., is unjust, inas- 
much as the rate on scran iron from 
Chicago to Attica is only $1.00: p 
353. 

Ohio Iron & Metal Co of Chicago vs 
CB & Q et al (5270). Alleges an ex- 
cessive rate on scrap iron from Des 
Moines, Ia., to Chicago; p 719. 

Ohio Iron & Metal Co. Chicago, vs C 
M & St P et al (5282). Excessive 
charges on shipments of scrap iron, 
due to alleged misrouting and exces- 
sive switching charges; pr 841. 

Ohio River Lumber Co., Columbus, O., 
vs CCC & St L Ry et al (5306). Al- 
lege misrouting resulting in excessive 
charge on lumber from Appalachia, 
Va., to Ironton, O.; p 930. 

Olson Rue Co, Chicago, vs A T & S F 
et a] (5162). Alleges that rates rang- 
ing from first-class to three and four 
times first class on worn carpets and 
rugs sent to factory to be remanu- 
factured is unjust: p 516. 

Omaha Commerce Ciub vs A T & 
S F et al (5219) Alleges excessive 
rates on lumber from southern points 
to Omaha, South Omaha, Neb.. and 
Council Bluffs, Ia.; p 578. 

Omaha Elevator Co, and Others, vs 
Wabash R R and Others (4993). Al- 
leges that unjust rates are charged 
on shipments of grain from Omaha 
and Council Bluffs, Ia., to southern 
peints;: p 170. 
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Omaha (Neb.) Grain Exchange vs A 
T & S ¥F et al (5218). Alleges that 
railroad by leasing to Kansas City 
operators its elevators at that point, 
gives them an unreasonable advan- 
tage both in rents and rates over 
operators at Omaha; p 578, 

Oregon, Railroad Commission of, vs Sou 
Pac, San P Los A & S L and other 
lines (4973). Alleges that excessive 
rates are charged on shipments of for- 
est products from points on Mohawk 
branch of the Sou Pac to various 
points; p 170. 

Pacific Creamery Co vs Sou Pac, Ariz, 
A T & S F and other lines (4981-4982- 
4980). Alleges that excessive rates 
are charged on shipment of tin cans 
and fuel oil from Los Angeles, Cal., 
and coal from Gallup, N. M., to 
Creamery, Ariz.; p 206. 

Pacific Fire Extinguisher Co, San Fran- 
cisco, vs N Y N H & H et al (5086). 
Alleges misapplication of classification 
on fire extinguishers shipped from 
Boston, Mass., to Goldfield, Nev.; p 
353. 

Pacific Stationery Co vs Ore-Wash R R 
& Nav Co et al (4951). Alleges that 
$6 charged on mimeographs from Chi- 
cago, lil., to Portland, Ore.. is ex- 
cessive and that just rate should not 
exceed $3; p 113. 

Paducah Box & Basket Co vs. Ill 
Cent (5196). Alleges Commission, 
through misapprehension, refused re- 
quest of defendant to refund on ma- 
terial made from logs shipped in from 
a point on its lines, shipped out to 
another point on its lines, the Com- 
mission obviously being of opinion 
that the attempt was to give retro- 
active effect to a milling-in-transit 
privilege; p 516. 

Parlin & Orendort Plow Co, St Louis, 
vs U 8S Express Co (5132). Alleges 
that one of defendants’ drivers 
changed address on castings destined 
to Ozark, and as a result goods were 
mis-sent and complainant should not 
be compelled to pay return charges 
on Same; p 413. 

Patent Vulcanite & Roofing Co, The, 
Chicago, vs CCC & StL, C & St L, 
CNO&TP,AGS,NO&N E and 
N O Gt Nor (5259). Alleges excessive 
rate on roofing paper and felt and ac- 
cessories for laying same from Frank- 
lin, O., to Bogalusa, La.; p 666. 

Peel, J M, & Bros, Marysville, O, vs 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley (5263). 
Alleges violation of fourth section re- 
sulting in excessive rates on elm 
hoops; p 667. 

Peoples Fuel & Supply Co, Chicago, vs 
Grand Trunk Western et al (5099). 
Alleges that the charge of 1% cents 
on ice, minimum 60,000 Ibs, from Els- 
don, Ill., to 49th street and Center 
avenue, is unjust in that it exceeds 
$4 a car paid by competitors to other 
carriers; p 353. 

Perkins-Joslin Mercantile Co and 
Grand Junction Seed Co vs Denver & 
Rio Grande et al (5172). Demand rep- 
aration for shipments during a period 
of two years between points on the 
Missouri and Mississippi River points 
and Chicago and Salt Lake City, on 
the authority of the decision made 
in case of Grand Junction Chamber of 
Commerce vs D & RG et al; pvp 516. 

Pfister & Vogel Leather Co., of Mil- 
waukee, vs Boston & Maine et al 
(5297). Alleges excessive rates on 
shipments of machines and oil from 
Massachusetts points to Milwaukee 
during the time of withdrawal of 
joint through rates; p 930. 

Pittsburgh Steel Co vs Nee ee & Bra- 
zos Valley R R Co et al (5309. Al- 
lege unjust rates on mixed carload 
shipments of wire, nails, etc., from 
Ga en Tex., to Wellington, Tex.; 
p 930. 

Port Arthur Board of Trade vs Abilene 
& Southern et al (5242). Alleges dis- 
crimination against Port Arthur and 
in favor of Galveston and Texas City 
on cotton for export; p 666. 

Portland Gold Mining Co vs Pere Mar- 
quette et al (5228). Alleges unrea- 
sonable rates on mining salts from 
= Mich., to Colorado Springs; 
p 578. 

Pridham, R W, Co, Los Angeles, vs 
So Pac et al (5273). Alleges unjust 
rates on all goods from Los Angeles 
to various eastern points; p 719 

Puget Sound Sheet & Tube Works et 
alvs C RI & P (5303). Alleges ex- 
cessive rates on silica sand from IIli- 


‘ 


nois and Minnesota points to North 
Pacific coast and California termi- 
nals; p 930. 

Pulp & Paper Manufacturers’ Traffic 
Ass’n, Chicago, vs C M & St P et al 
(5327). Alleges excessive rates on 
pulpwood from Minnesota points to 
wn and Michigan points; p 

Ramsey, Bert, & Co, et al, El Paso, Tex, 
vs Rio Grande & El Paso et al (5112). 
Alleges that 85-cent rate on beer from 
Milwaukee and 58-cent rate from St 
Louis is unreasonable and that rates 
should not exceed 60 and 53 cents; p 
384. 

Ramsey-Wheeler Co of Bainbridge, Ga., 
vs L & N RR Co et al (5300). Al- 
lege unjust rates on yellow pine 
dressed lumber from Pace Junction, 
Fla., to Baltimore, Md.; p 930. 

Refuge Cotton Oil Co vs St LIM&S 
and Vicks S & P (5050). Alleges ex- 
cessive rates for transportation of cot- 
tonseed from St LIM & §S points to 
Vicksburg, Miss.; p 326. 

Reo Motor Car Co vs Mich Cent and 
N ¥ C & H R_ (4939). Alleges 
that rate of 50 cents on aluminum 
sheets from Rochester, N. Y., to Lan- 
sing, Mich., is excessive. Just rate 
should not exceed 43 cents; p 113. 

Reo Motor Car Co vs Mich Cent (5032). 
Alleges that rates on iron shearing 
machines from Buffalo to Lansing, 
Mich., are excessive; p 236. 

Retail Merchants’ Ass’n of Mont et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (5268). Alleges ex- 
cessive rates by reason of failure to 
line up Montana rates in accordance 
with decisions of the Commission; 
p 719. 

Robertson Paper Co vs Rutland R R 
Co et al (4927). Alleges that ex- 
cessive rates are charged on shipment 
of manila wrapping paper from Bel- 
lows Falls, Vt., to Pacific and North 
Pacific coast terminals; p 113. 
Robinson Land & Lumber Co vs Mobile 
& Ohio R R Go (5045). Alleges that 
excessive rates are charged on export 
lumber between Chicora, Miss., and 
Mobile, Ala.; p 270 

Rosenblatt, R, & Son, vs C M & St P 
and B & O (5029). Alleges that ex- 
cessive rates are charged on cotton 
goods from Wheeling, W. Va., to 
3eloit, Wis.; p 236. 

Salles & Chicop vs Sou Pac (4988), Al- 
leges that on shipments of sheep from 
Wabuska, Nev., to San Francisco, 
Cal., unjust rates are charged; p 206. 


Sawyer & Austin Lumber Co, Pine 
Bluff, Ark., vs St LI M & §S et al 
(5127). Alleges overcharge on box 
shooks from Pine Bluff, Ark., claim- 
ing to have naid 22% cents, notwith- 
standing a commission-made rate of 
18% cents; p 413. 

Schmidt, Charles F, & Peters & Gooth- 
ers, Inc, New York, vs A T & 8S F 
et al (5128). Alleges that $2.25 rate on 
champagne from New York to Cali- 
fornia terminals, any quantity, is un- 
just in comparison with the $2 LC L 
and $1.55 C L rates from California to 
New York, especially as bulk of move- 
ment is westbound; p 412. 

Scholler, U F, San Francisco, vs N Y 
C & H R et al (5146). Alleges 
that rate of $7 on boxed automobiles 
from New York to San Francisco was 
unjust and that it should not have 
exceeded $4.50; p 412. 

Sea Gull Specialty Co, Baltimore, vs 
Baltimore Steam Packet et al (5267). 
Against packing cases used for the 
shipping of baking powder in South- 
ern Classification territory; p 719. 

Security Warehouse & Elevator Co vs 
Cc & A and Sou Ry (5051). Alleges 
rates on bulk corn from Stanford, 
Woodson and Murrayville, Ill, to 
Louisville, Ky.. when shipped vi? East 
St Louis, Ill. are excessive; p 270. 

Seth Thomas Clock Co, Chicago, vs N 
Y NH & H RR Co et al (5298). 
Allege excessive rates on shipments 
of clock parts from Thomaston, Conn., 
to Denver, Colo., due to alleged er- 
ror in classification; p 930. 

Sheldon, Geo W, Co, Chicago, vs N Y C 
& StL and L V (5255). Alleges un- 
just charges resulting from incorrect 
billing on a carload of merchandise 
gg Chicago, Ill., to New York; p 

Sheridan Chamber of Commerce’ vs 
CB & Qand C & N W (4947). Com- 
plainant alleges that its members are 
put to a great disadvantage in con- 
ducting their business by the absence 
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of through rates and joint routes for 
the transportation of coal from points 
in the Sheridan District of Wyoming 
to points in Nebraska, and asks that 
measures to bring these about be put 
in force; p 113. 

Sheridan (Wyo.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs C B & Q et al (5078). Alleges that 
the joint rates on soft coal from the 
Sheridan District are unjust in that 
they exclude Sheridan coal in what 
should naturally be the competitive 
markets in North Dakota, Montana, 
Idaho, Washington and Oregon and 
favor mines in Montana; p 353. 

Shoupe, J R, & Co, vs Trinity & Brazos 
Valley R R Co (5044). Alleges unjust 
rates are charged on ash lumber from 
Long View. Tex., to St Louis. Mo.. 
and that a just rate should not exceed 
19 cents; p 270. 

Silver Springs (Md.) Citizens vs Wash- 
ington Ry & Electric Co (5148). Al- 
leges that passenger fares to Silver 
Springs (1,600 feet from the Md.-D. C. 
boundary line) being equal to fares 
to Forest Glen, Md. (four miles from 
same line), constitutes a discrimina- 
tion against Silver Springs; p 444. 

Sims, Harold M, Twin Falls, Idaho, vs 
O 8S L et al (5119), Alleges unrea- 
sonable rate on motorcycles between 
Milwaukee and Twin Falls; p 413. 

Sioux City Brewing Co vs C M & St 
P et al (5202). Alleges unjust com- 
bination rates from Sioux City to va- 
rious points by reason of the refusal 
to route shipments via nearest junc- 
tions; p 547. 

Sligo Iron Stor Co, St. Louis, vs St L & 
S F Rv et al (5340). Excessive rates 
on three carloads of lumber from 
Fayette Junction, Ark., to points in 
Texas, due to alleged errors in rout- 


ing; p 1046. 
Smith, C A, Lumber Co, vs Sou Pac et 
al (5254). Alleges excessive rates on 


lumber from Bay Point, Cal., to Blair 
Junct* n, Tonopah and Goldfield, 
Nev.; » 666. 

Smith. M E, & Co., Omaha, vs C B & Q 
et al (5286). Alleges unjust rates on 
dry goods from points east of the IIl.- 
Ind. line and north of the Ohio and 
Potomac rivers; p 841. 

South Dakota, Railroad Commission of, 
vs C M & St P et al, in behalf of 
Livinestone Bros (5048). Alleges that 
15%-cent rate on scrap iron from 
Sioux Falls to Chicago is unjust as 
compared with one of 8% cents from 
St Paul and Minneapolis; p 270. 

Southwestern Millers’ League, The, vs 
Union Pac (5220). Alleges that de- 
fendant refuses to furnish suitable 
ears for the transportation of grain; 
p 578. 

Sparks Milling Co vs C P & St L et 
al ( >» Alleges that on grain 
products from Alton to Memphis. un- 
reasonable rates are charged; p 236. 


Spring Coal Co. vs Norfolk & Western 
(5278). Alleges unreasonable demur- 
rage charges resulting from unreason- 
able delays in the carrying of coal to 
Lambert’s Point: p 719. 

Sproles, J. W., Greenwood, 8S. C., vs 
Seaboard Air Line et al (5313). Al- 
lege excessive rates on coal between 
points in South Carolina and Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky and Virginia; p 930. 


Stahlberg, W J, as the Winters Metallic 
Paint Co. Denver, Colo, vs C M & St 
P et al (5068). Alleges unreasonable 
rate on ground iron ore from Iron 
Ridge, Wis., to Batavia, Ill; p 326. 


Standard Mirror Co and Ferd Ecker, 
High Point, N. C., vs Pa R R Co et al 
(5198). Alleges that the rate of 59 
cents on plate glass under 80 inches 
from points in western Pennsylvania 
to High Point is unjust and should 
not exceed 21 cents; p 516. . 


Standard Pharmacal Co., Denver, Colo., 
vs C RI & P (5304). Against the 
classification of peroxide of hydro- 
gen in Western Classification terri- 
tory to first class, owing to absence 
of specific rating; p 930. 

Standard Pharmacal Co vs C RI & P 
(4932). Alleges that excessive rates 
are charged on the transportation of 
drugs from Denver, Colo., to Kalame2- 
zoo, Mich.; p 113. 

Stark Co., James E., et al, Memphis, vs 
Tl Cent R R et al (5316). Ali 
excessive hardwood lumber _ rates 





from Memphis, Tenn.. to Western 
Trunk Line, [llinois-Wisconsin, Cen- 
tral Freight Ass’n, and Buffalo-Pitts- 
burgh territories; p 931. 
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Steinhardt & Co, New Orleans, vs Texas 
& Pac et al (5264). Alleges that a 
rate of 37% cents on cottonseed prod- 
ucts from Cushing, Okla., to West- 
wego, La., for export is excessive. 
Demands rate of 21% cents; p 667. 

Stevens, Fryberger & Co vs CB & Q 
et al (5055). Alleges that a rate of 
$10.16 1-3 charged on a bundle of rugs 
weighing 220 pounds from Newark, 
N. J., to Sheridan, Wyo., is excessive 
and that a just rate should not exceed 
a combination rate of $2.32 and 88 
cents; p 270. 

Stewart, Clyde, McAlester, Okla., vs M 
K & T Ry Co (5301). Allege misrout- 
ing of carload shipments of bulk ap- 
plies from McClelland’s, Colo., to Mc- 
Alester, Okla., which resulted in ex- 
cessive charge; p 930. 

Stick & Sons, F. W., vs Lake Shore & 
Mich Southern (5321). Against the 
absence of a stopover and milling-in- 
transit privileges on grain at Hills- 
dale, Mich.; p 931. 

Stier, Herman, Mfg Co, Chicago, vs 


LS&MS (5140). Alleges unjust rate 
on creamery machinery and cooling 
tanks between Chicago and Cold- 


water, Mich.; p 412. 

Stilwell, Nelson D., Yonkers, N. Y., vs 
Wells, Fargo & Co (5334). Alleges 
discrimination in the matter of free 
delivery of express matter; p 1046. 

Suffern, William H, Grain Co, Decatur, 
Ill., vs Ill Cent et al (5096). Alleges 
that refusal to grant transit privileges 
or in and out rates on grain equal 
to the through rates discriminates 
against Decatur in favor of Ohio River 
crossings on grain originating in Illi- 
nois and points west of the Mississippi 
that would naturally seek a market 
through the Decatur elevator of the 
complainant: p 353. 

Superior Supply Co vs C & N W and 
D T & I (4036). Alleges that rates 
charged on cement from Superior O.. 
to Bluefield, W. Va., are excessive; p 
113. 


Supply Co, Kansas City, vs St L S W 
( ). Demands reparation on car- 
loads of white oak ties from Catron, 
Mo., to Chicago, because of high rate 
assessed resulting from not routing as 
instructed; p 413. 


Sutphis, I B, & Co. vs Tenn Cent et 
al (5238). Alleres that rate of 19 
cents on 20 carloads of paper scraps 
from Nashville, Tenn., to Cincinnati, 
Ohio, is unjust and that a reasonable 
rate should not exceed 16 2-3 cents; p 
616. 

Swanson, Alex W, of Dallas, Tex., vs 
Tex & Pac Ry Co (5251). Alleges ex- 
cessive rates on bananas from New 
Orleans, La., to Dallas. Tex.; p 666. 

Swanson, Alex W, vs M La & Tex RR 
& S S Co et al (5275). Alleges that 
the rate of 40 cents on potatoes from 
Arnaudville and Sunset, La.. to Dal- 
las, Tex., is unjust in that it exceeds 
31% cents via other routes; p 719. 

Sweeney, Lynes & Co, Boston. Mass., 
vs B & M (5157). Alleges undue dis- 
crimination in the use of fruit auc- 
tion room at defendant’s station; p 
444, 

Tavior, John, Dry Goods Co, Kansas 
Citv. vs Mo Pac (5060). Alleges that 
on cotton niece goods from New Eng- 
land for the transportation between 
the Mississippi River and Kansas City, 
a rate of 35 cents is charged, whereas 
a just rate should not exceed 30 cents; 
p 326. 

Texarkana Frt Bureau et al vs St LI 
M & S et al (5269). Alleges excessive 
class and commodity rates to Tex- 
arkana in favor of Shreveport: p 719. 

Toledo Produce Exchange vs Ann Ar- 
bor R R Co et al (5295). Against the 
denial of reshipping rates, and also 
alleges violations of the fourth sec- 
tion; p 931. 

Tonopah Extension Mining Co vs A T 
& S F et al (5307). Alleges unjust 
rate on cyanide of potassium from 
California points to Tonopah, Neva- 
da, in that it exceeds $1.15; p 931. 

Topeka Traffic Ass’n vs Ala & Vicks 
et al (5207). Alleges that rates of 80 
and 70 cents on bananas from New 
Orleans and Galveston to Topeka are 
discriminatory against Topeka; p 547. 

Tunnell. E Lynn, Roseburg, Ore., vs 
L & N et al (5042). Alleges that a 
rate of $1.61 was charged on house- 
hold goods from Mobile, Ala., to Rose- 
burg, Ore.. whereas a combination 
rate of $1.25 should have been 
charged; p 236. 
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Tusten Seed & Produce Co, Ltd, vs 
Vicks S & P et al (4938). Alleges 
that on the transportation of various 
articles of merchandise from inter- 
state points to Shreveport, La., ex- 
cessive rates are charged; p 113. 

Trail, Ernest M, Herndon, Va., vs Wash 
& Old Dominion Ry Co (5225). Al- 
leges unreasonable through passenger 
rates from Herndon, Va., to Washing- 
ton, D. C., and inferior service; p 578. 


Union Portland Cement Co, Ogden, 
Utah. vs C & N W et al (5102). Al- 
leges that rate of 58 cents on a steam 
shovel moving on its own wheels from 
South Milwaukee to Devil's Slide, 
Utah, is unreasonable and that just 
rate should not exceed 34 cents; p 353. 

United Zinc & Chemical Co vs Kansas 
City Southern et al (5115). Alleges 
that rate of 7 cents on zinc ore from 
Joplin and Webb City, Mo., to Ar- 
gentine, Kan., is unjust in that it ex- 
ceeds, by comparison, rates to various 
other points; p 384. 

Vehicle Supply Co, Cairo, Ill., vs La Ry 
& Nav Co et al (5232). Alleges un- 
reasonable rate on hardwood lumber 
from La points to Cairo; p 616. 

Victor Mfg Co vs Sou Ry and other 
lines (4974). Seeks reparation in ac- 
cordance with Commission’s order of 
June 20, 1911, Opinion No 1601, 21 
I C C Rep 222, Docket No 3466: p 206. 

Voleo Mfg Co vs A T & S F et al (4956). 
Alleges that a fifth-class rate as as- 
sessed on Volco, a cleaning compound, 
from Wichita, Kan., to various points 
is excessive; p 206. 

Von Behren Mfg Co vs St L & S F and 
C & EI (4976). Alleges that on ship- 
ment of lumber from Morehouse Mo., 
to Thebes and Thebes Transfer. un- 
reasonable rates are charged; p 206. 

Vuleanite & Roofing Co (See Patent 
V & R Co.) 

Wagner, G M H, & Sons, vs Sugarland 
R R Co and St LI M & §S et al 
(5038). Alleges that excessive rates 
were charged on potatoes from Sugar- 
land, Tex., to New York, N. Y., via 
Chicago; p 236. 

Wagner, G M H, & Sons, Chicago, vs 
Florida East Coast et al (5140). Al- 
leges that a charge of $369 on 600 
hampers of potatoes from Miami, Fla., 
to Chicago was unjust in that it ex- 
ceeds the rate on potatoes in bar- 
rels; p 413. 

Washington Mill Co, Spokane, vs Ore- 
Wash RR & Nav Co et al (5106). Al- 
leges unreasonable rate on box shooks 
from Washington to points in Cali- 
fornia; p 353. 

Washington Milling Co, Washington C 
H, Ohio. vs Norfolk & Western, CH & 
D and Pa (5143). Alleges rate of 19 
cents from Washington C H to 
points on the Norfolk & Western be- 
tween Kenova & Roanoke on flour and 
articles taxing fourth rate is unjust 
as compared with rates of 12% and 
13 cents on like products from Cin- 
cinnati, O., for a longer haul; p 413. 

Weaks Iron Works & Supply Co, Mon- 
roe. La, vs St LIM & 8 et al 
(5098). Alleges that on pumps, ma- 
chinery, machine parts, steel rails, 
ete., from Ohio, Michigan, Alabama, 
Tennessee, West Virginia and Illinois 
unjust rates are charged; p 353. 

Webb Motor: Fire Apparatus Co vs L & 
N (4985). Aileges that an unjust rate 
was charged for the transportation of 
one auto fire engine from St Louis, 
Mo., to Chattanooga, Tenn.; p 170. 

Webber-Avers Hardware Co vs K C Sou 
et al (4933). Alleges that the rate of 
66 cents charged on shipments of pa- 
per shells, metallic cartridges and 
small-arm ammunition from Kings 
Mills, O., to Ft. Smith, Ark., is ex- 
cessive. Just rate should not exceed 
55 cents: p 114. 

Wells. Higman Co, St Joseph, Mich, vs 
St LI M & Sou et al (5133). Alleges 
discriminatory rate on nested stave 
fruit baskets from Memphis, Tenn., to 
Horatio, Ark.; p 413. 

Wertheim, L, Coal & Coke Co. Jersey 
City. vs Lehigh Valley R R et al 
(5265). Alleges violation of commodi- 
ties clause resulting in unreasonable 
rates on coal from the mines in the 
Lehigh and Wvoming regions: p 667. 

West, M. G., Co., San Francisco, vs 
Erie (5247). Demands fourth-class 
rating instead of second, on cold 
rolled steel doors, crated, from 
Jamestown, N. Y., and Bradford, Pa., 
to San Francisco; p 666. 






Wheeler Lumber, Bridge & Supply Co., 
Des Moines, Ia., vs C B & Q et al 
(5103). Alleges that unjust rates are 
charged on lumber between Kansas 
City and Des Moines, and asks that 
er Ags reduced to the St. Louis level; 
Pp 353. 

Wheeler Lumber, Bridge & Supply Co., 
Des Moines, Ia., vs C & N W et al 
(5107). Demands refund of over- 
charge resulting from misrouting of 
cedar fence posts from Wittenberg, 
Wis., to Des Moines; p 353. 

Wheeler & Motter Mercantile Co. et al., 
St. Joseph, Mo., vs A T & S F et al 
(5200) Alleges that the 35-cent rate 
on cotton piece goods originating east 
of the Ill.-Ind. line, between the Mis- 
sissippi River crossings and St. Jos- 
eph, is unjust; p 547. 

Whitaker Bros., Topeka, Kan., vs C & 
N W et al (5039). Alleges that while 
a 30-cent rate was in effect, a rate 
of 32 cents was charged on potatoes 
from Green Bay, Wis., to Topeka, 
Kan.; p 236. 

White, William H. and Alice L., New 
York, vs Western Union Telegraph 
Co (5130). Alleges that by reason of 
the rates given to newspapers on 
messages, first between New York 
and San Francisco, and between New 
York and London, their business is 
discriminated against; p 413. 

Wichita Business Assn. Traffic Bureau 
vs St L & S F et al (5212). Alleges 
excessive rates on candies and 
crackers from Wichita to Springfield, 
Mo.; p 547. 

Williams Coal Co of McHenry, Ky., and 
the Taylor Coal Co. or Kentucky, 
Ohio County, Ky., vs Ill Cent R R 
Co (5345). Alleges discrimination in 
the distribution of coal cars in fa- 
vor of owners of adjacent mines; 
p 1046. 

Winters Metallic Paint Co (see W. J. 
Stahlberg). 

Wolf & Sons, W., of Boston vs Central 
K R Co of N J et al (5299). Allege 
unjust classification of cotton and 
ramie waste and oils, from Somer- 
ville, N. J., to Revere, Mass.; p 931. 

Wood & Skilton vs Sou Ry et al (5046). 
Alleges excessive combination rates 
are charged on lumber from Nokes- 
ville, Va., to Clinton, N. Y.; that a 
just rate should not exceed 16% 
cents; p 270. 

Woodburn (Ind.) Elevator & Milling Co 
vs L & N et al (5147). Alleges over- 
charge on carload of coal from Ka- 
mont, W. Va., to Woodburn, Ind., by 
reason of misrouting; p 413. 

Worm, Geo. R., et al vs Sou Pac et al 
(4952). Alleges that unreasonable 
rates are charged for the transporta- 
tion of lumber from Star, Cal., to 
various interstate points; p 114. 

Wright & Wilkehin Co., Omaha, vs C 
Gt West (5261). Alleges rate of 27 
cents on woven wire fencing from 
DeKalb, Ill., to Omaha, Neb., is un- 
reasonable. Just rate should not ex- 
ceed 24% cents; p 666. 

Wright, James C., et al, Volga, S. D., 
vs C & N W (5322). Against demur- 
rage charges held for shipments of 
stock out of Volga, growing out of 
weather gonditions; p 931. 


Yegon Bros vs C B & Q et al (5206). 
Alleges the rates in effect to Billings 
prior to effective date of I C C No 949, 
and C B & Q No. 10610, were unjust 
and demand reparation; p 547. 

Young & Cutsinger vs L & N and L H 
& St L (4930). Alleges that on ship- 
ments of logs from Province and 
Williams, Ky., Humboldt, Fruitvale, 
Trezevant and Pomona, Tenn., to 
Evansville, Ind., excessive rates were 
charged; p 114. 

Young & Son, C. E., vs Cent Vt, B & 
M, NYNH&H CRRof NJ 
and P & R (4925). Alleges that rates 
on a shipment of hay from Chambly 
Canton, Que., to Wilmington, Del., of 
25 cents was unreasonable and that a 
just rate should not exceed 22 cents. 

Young & Son, C. E., Urbana, O., vs 
C P et al (5110). Alleges that rate on 
hay from Lacadie, Can., to Mahanoy 
City, Pa., is unjust in that it is 5 
cents higher than rate assessed by 
Grand Trunk; p 384. 

Yuba Construction Co., San Francisco, 
vs C St P M & O et al (5325). Allege 
error in classification resulting in ex- 
cessive rate on shipments of struc- 
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tural iron from Armstead, Mont., to 


Salem, Idaho; p 931. 


Zwick & Greenwald Wheel Co., Dayton, 
O., vs CN O & T P et al (5069). 
Alleges unreasonable rates on spokes 
from Somerset, Ky., to Dayton; p 326. 


CONFERENCE RULINGS: 


Allowance under Section 15; p 49. 
Assignment of Claims; p 49. 
Consignee, Disclosing Name of; p 49. 


Demurrage at Ports from Vessel Delay; 


p 49. 


Demurrage, Switching, Reconsignment 


and Diversion Charges; p 49. 


Diversion Charges, Demurrage, Switch- 


ing, Reconsignment and; p 49. 


Employe, Free Transportation to Joint; 


p 49. 
Forwarders, Carriers Acting as; p 50. 
Name of Consignee: Disclosing; p 49. 
Panama: Shipments to; p 49. 


Porto Rico, Cana] wone and Philippine 


Islands; p 841. 


Ports, Demurrage from Vessel Delay; 


49. 


Pp 
Reconsignment and Diversion Charges, 


Demurrage, Switching and; p 49. 
Telegrams, Payment of Tolls; p 49. 
Telegraph Companies, 

Services by Railroad and; p 49. 
Transportation to Joint 

Free; p 49. 


Switching, Reconsignment and Diver- 
sion Charges, Demurrage and; p 49. 


Water and rail shipments; p 841. 
Withdrawal of No. 294; p 841. 


Conlon, Thomas, with Portrait; p 524. 


Consignee, Bankruptcy of: No bar to 
consigner 


carrier’s action 


against 
(Legal); p 58. 


Consignee, Disclosing Name of (Confer- 


ence Ruling) p 49. 


Containers: By W. H. Gatchell, super- 
intendent of Agencies Southern Rail- 


way; p 456. 

Contracts: Effect of two covering one 
Shipment (Legal); p 167. 

Conversion: Carrier liable for notwith- 
standing limitation in contract (Legal); 
p 442. 

Conversion. Carriers not usually re- 


sponsible for unforeseen profits (Legal); 


p 88. 
Conversion of Goods: 
ages for (Legal); p 350. 
Cooperage: 


Cooperage. Rates: St. Louis 


ion; p 591. 
Co-operation: Address by Hal H. Smith 
before National Industrial Traffic 


League; p 373. 
Copper Rates: 
Corn: 

225. 
Corn Minimum: 


Arguments on; p 844. 
Drying in Transit, order on; 


suspended; p 920 
Corn Rates: 
decision); p 754. 
Court to Hold Money in Dispute; p 99. 
Courts: Work pending before; p 471, 
Coyle, P .W.: 
cars; p 890. 
Cotton Arbitraries suspended; p 1109. 
Cotton: 
rage charges; p 196. 


Cotton Linters: Advances on from Texas 


to New Orleans suspended; p 1101. 
Cotton, Packing and Handling 
«rated); p 787. 


Cotton Press Machinery Rate Too High; 


I C C' decision; p 93. 
Cottonseed, Joint Rates: 


pended; p 920. 
Cottonseed Rate: Should not 
156. 
Cottonseed Rates: Advances on 
p 919. 
Cottonseed Rates: 


cision); p 959. 
Cottonseed Rates: 
tigation of advances; p 182 


Cottonseed Rates Held Prejudicial; IC C 


decision; p 86. 
Cotton Shippers: 

ice for; p 379. 
Cotton: Transit order on; p 931. 
Cotton, Waste in Baling; p 995. 


Cotton Waste Rate: Held excessive; I C 


C decision); p 88. 


Damage Claims: 
lowed on (Legal); p 928. 


Damage: Measure of, for conversion of 
goods (Legal); p 350. 
Damage: Resulting after delivery, car- 


rier not liable (Legal); p 410. 
Damage, Special: 
duplicate shipments (Legal); p 325. 
Damaged 
freight charges returnable on (Legal); 


Damages: 
titled; I C C decision; p 632. 

Damages for 
should be calculated (Legal); p 577. 

Damages: 
gal); p 887. 

Damages, Remote: 
lost shipment (Legal); p 442. 

Daly, J. M.: Maximum use of freight 
cars; 655. 

Daniel, Rufus B., with portrait; p 425. 

Dauch, J. J.: Good Boxes Necessary; p 
1048. 

Davant, James S., with portrait; p 624. 

Davis, Robert W., with portrait; p 68. 

Decentralization: 
torial); p 8651. 


DECISIONS OF THE 
COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Alexander, F. B., vs Southern Pacific 


Exchange of 


Employee; 


Alexander, F. G., vs St. Louis & San 


Alexander, F. G., vs Southern Ry Co. 


Measure of dam- 


Advances on between Chica- 
go and Salt Lake City suspended; p 60. 


to Utah 


Anadarko 
common points reasonable; I C C decis- 


Advance in between St. 


Louis and Kansas City and other points Appalachia Lumber Co et al vs Louis- 


Advances too great; IC C 


Advocates small package 


Galveston complains of demur- 


(Tilus- 


Cancelation of 
from Oklahoma to Arkansas points sus- 


exceed 
rate on cottonseed oil; I C C decision); 


from 
Oklahoma to Kansas City suspended; 


Increase from Okla- 
homa to Texas not justified; I C C de- 


Order a« to inves- 


Santa Fe special serv- 


Arkansas Fertilizer Co vs St Louis. Iron 
Crane, Battery Truck (Illustrated); p 297. 
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Is It Imminent (Edi- 


INTERSTATE 


Co et al. No 4440. Opinion No 1955 
(24 1 C C Rep, p 306). Submitted 
Jan 4, 1912. Decided June 3, 1912. 


Ambiguous tariff provision resulted in 
unreasonable charges for the trans- 
portation of an automobile from El 
Paso, Tex., to Los Angeles, Cal. 
Reparation awarded; July 20, p 150. 


Francisco Railroad Co. No. 4448. 
Opinion No 1943 (24 I C C Rep, p 253). 
Submitted April 20, 1912. Decided 
June 6, 1912. Complainant found to 
have been given due notice of arrival, 
and demurrage charges were therefore 
properly assessed. Complaint dis- 
missed; July 6, p 33. 


No 4432. Opinion No 2018 (25 ICC 
Rep, p 32). Submitted April 20, 1912. 


Decided Oct 7, 1912. Demurrage 
charges at Chattanooga, Tenn., on 
two carloads of hay from Panama, 
Mo., found to have been properly 
assessed in one instance, and refund 
of $6 ordered in the other; Nov 16, 
p 753. 

Cotton Oil Co et al vs 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co et al. No 2469. Opinion No 
1962 (24 I C C Rep, p 327). Sub- 
mitted Jan 20, 1912. Decided June 4, 
1912. Upon further consideration of 
the original record in connection with 
additional evidence presented at a 
supplemental hearing, complaint dis- 
missed; July 20, p 136. 


ville & Nashville Railroad Co et al. 
No 4503. Opinion No 2054 (25 I C C 
Rep, p 193). Submitted Oct. 18, 1912. 
Decided Nov. 12, 1912. (1) Complain- 
ants allege that defendants’ lumber 
rates from points on the Cumberland 
Valley division of the Louisville & 
Nashville railroad to certain points in 
Ohio, Michigan and Pennsylvania are 
unreasonable, because the through 
rates equal the sum of the inter- 
mediate rates based on Cincinnati; 
Held, That the mere fact that these 
through rates are constructed upon 
the Ohio River does not show them 
to be unreasonable, and that com- 
plainants’ contention is therefore not 
sustained. (2) The claim that de- 
fendants make lower lumber rates 
from points on the Cumberland Val- 
ley division to more distant points 
than to intermediate points north of 
the Ohio River is not passed on, 
pending fourth-section applications of 
interested carriers for relief from the 
operation of the long-and-short haul 
clause. (3) No reparation can be 
awarded up to the time when the 
Commission passes upon these fourth- 
section applications, unless, possibly, 
a case is made out under the third 
section, which might carry with it an 
award of damages. or unless under 
the first section the rate to the inter- 
mediate points has been found unrea- 
sonable; Dec 21, p 1006. 


Mountain & Southern Railway Co et 
al. No 4714. Opinion No 2070 (25 I 











C C Rep, p 266). Submitted Sept. 1, 
1912. Decided Nov. 11, 1912. The 
evidence establishing that the ship- 
ment on which reparation is claimed 
was delivered more than three years 
prior to the filing of the claim with 
the Commission, it is barred from 
consideration by the provision in the 
statute that claims for damages must 
be filed with the Commission within 
two years from the date the cause of 
action accrues, and not after. Com- 
plaint dismissed; Dec 21, p 1015. 


Arkansas Railroad Commission vs St 


Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
Railway Co. No 3390. Opinion No 
1950 (24 I C C Rep, p 292). Sub- 
mitted May 6, 1911. Decided June i, 
1912. (1) Defendant not required to 
switch a car, containing an interstate 
shipment of coal, from another line 
connection at Fort Smith, Ark., to 
its own team track for unloading by 
the consignee. (2) A spur track at 
Little Rock, Ark., constructed jointly 
by defendant and the state of Arkan- 
sas, for the convenient delivery of 
ears loaded with material for use in 
the erection of a new capitol build- 
ing at that point, held not to be a 
team track in the ordinary meaning 
of that term, and defendant’s refusal 
to switch two carloads of marble, in- 
tended for the capitol building, from 
another line connection at Little Rock 
to said spur track, upon demand, 
found to have been contrary to its 
switching tariff and therefore in vio- 
lation of the act to regulate com- 
merce; July 13, p 83. 

Arlington Heights Fruit Exchange vs 
Southern Pacific Co et al. No 4760. 
Opinion No 2000 (24 I C C Rep, p 
671). Submitted June 21, 1912. De- 
cided Oct 7, 1912. The advance in the 
lemon rate from $1 to $1.15 per 100 
pounds from points in California to 
points in Oregon, Washington and 
Idaho has not been justified by the 
earriers. The $1 rate found reason- 
able and prescribed for the future. 
Reparation awarded; Oct 26, p 592. 

Bahrenburg, J. H., Bro & Co et al vs 
Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co et 
al. No 4235. Opinion No 1974 (24 I 
C C Rep, p 560). Submitted Feb 8, 
1912. Decided March 4, 1912. (1) De- 
fendants’ present rates for the trans- 
portation of watermelons and canta- 
loupes from various points of produc- 
tion in the Southeast to consuming 
markets north of the Potomac River 
and east of the Buffalo-Pittsburgh 
line, not found to be unreasonable. 
(2) The exact relation which ought 
to exist between the rates on water- 
melons and the rates on cantaloupes 
not determined upon this record. (3) 
Allegation that defendants’ rates on 
watermelons and cantaloupes from 
the Southeast to different points in 
trunk line territory are not properly 
adjusted with reference to one an- 
other and with reference to other ter- 
ritory not established: but right is 
reserved upon a more specific com- 
plaint and a fuller record to further 
examine this , question. (4) Com- 
plainants’ contention that defendants 
should be ordered to resume delivery 
of melons in New York City not sus- 
tained, as the proof amply justified 
the delivering carrier in changing its 
delivery from New York City to Je- 
sey City; July 20, p 137. < 

Baker Commercial Club: vs Oregon- 
Washington Railroad & Navigation 
Co et al. No 4156. Opinion No 2075 
(25 I C C Rep, p 281). Submitted 
Sept. 1, 1912. Decided Dec. 2, 1912. 
Class rates from Baker City, Ore., to 
points on the Oregon Short Line be- 
tween Old Ferry, Ida., and Vale, 
Ore., found to be unreasonable, and 
joint class rates prescribed for the 
future; Dec 21, p 1017. 
Bancroft-Whitney Co vs Cincinnati, 
New Orleans & Texas Pacific Rail- 
way Co et al. No 3785. Opinion No 
1973 (24 I C C Rep, p 557). Sub- 
mitted Feb 8, 1912. Decided June 3, 
1912. Rate for the transportation of 
electrotype plates from Cincinnati, O., 
to San Francisco, Cal., found unrea- 
sonable. Reparation awarded; July 
20, p 157. 
Bascom-Porter Cg vs The Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co.- No 
3544. Opinion No 1951 (24 I C C Rep, 
297). Submitted April 22, 1911. De- 


cided May 7, 1912. Rate of 16 cents 
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per 100 pounds for the transportation 
of lumber in carloads from El Paso, 
Tex., to Las Cruces, N. M., found 
to be unreasonable to the extent that 
it exceeds 10 cents. Reparation 
awarded; July 13, p 84. 

Beekman Lumber Co vs Louisiana Rail- 
way & Navigation Co et al. No. 3370. 
Opinion No 2049 (25 I C C Rep, p 171). 
Submitted July 1, 1912. Decided Nov 
12, 1912. Shipment of lumber from 
Whitford, La., to Oelwein, Ia., was 
misrouted by the initial carrier. 
Reparation awarded; Dec 7, p 899. 

Bernheim & Co., Theodore, vs Oregon 
Railroad & Navigation Co et al. No 
3200. Opinion No 2047 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 156). Submitted Nov. 8, 1910. De- 
cided Oct. 7, 1912. From the facts of 
record: Held, That a rate of $1.10 per 
100 pounds imposed on a carload of 
liquid tree spray shipped from Chi- 
cago, Ill., to Portland, Ore., and 
valued at $9,716, was not unreason- 
able nor was it unjustly discrimina- 
tory as compared with a rate of 65 
cents applicable to liquid sheep dip; 
Dec 21, p 1005. 

Bitzer, J. H., vs Washington-Virginia 
Railway Co. No 4501. Opinion No 
1944 (24 I C C Rep, p 255). Submitted 
March 13, 1912. Decided June 8, 1912. 
(1) Defendant operates a system of 
electric railway lines between Wash- 
ington, D. C., and points in the state 
of Virginia. Its passenger fares be- 
tween Washington and Mount Ver- 
non, Va., are unreasonable and unduly 
discriminatory. Lower fares pre- 
scribed for the future. (2) The one- 
way and round-trip passenger fares 
between Washington and certain 
points on defendant’s Falls Church 
line found to be unreasonable, and 
lower fares prescribed for the future. 
(3) Defendant provides commutation 
rates between Jashington and cer- 
tain points on its lines, and it should, 
to avoid undue discrimination, pro- 
vide commutation rates for travel un- 
der similar conditions between Wash- 
ington and the other points on its 
lines; July 6, p 33. 

Boston Potato Receivers’ Association 
vs Bangor & Aroostook et al. (See 
in the matter of advances on pota- 
toes, etc.) 

Bowling Green Business Men’s Protec- 
tive Association of Bowling Green, 
Ky., vs Louisville & Nashville Rail- 
road Co et al. Fourth Section. Appli- 
cation No 1952. No 4310. Opinion 
No 1940 (24 I C C Rep, p 228). Sub- 
mitted March 6, 1912. Decided June 
4, 1912. (1) The complaint alleges 
that the freight rates in general to 
and from Bowling Green, Ky., are not 
established with proper relation to 
the rates to and from Clarksville and 
Nashville, Tenn., Evansville, Ind., and 
Louisville, Ky. By Fourth Section 
Application No 1952 the Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad, for itself and its 
connections, seeks authority to con- 
tinue to charge lower rates to and 
from Louisville, Clarksville and Nash- 
ville than to and from Bowling Green. 
The defendants seek to justify this 
discrimination against Bowling Green 
on the ground that there is water 
competition at the other points which 
does not exist at Bowling Green and 
competition of rail carrier with rail 
carrier, intensified by market com- 
petition. (2) The Commission finds 
that the facts of record reveal a com- 
munity of interest between the water 
and rail carriers serving Bowling 
Green, the effect of which is to de- 
prive it of the benefit of water com- 
petition which it should enjoy under 
normal and natural conditions, and 

that under’a situation such as dis- 
closed in this proceeding, the rail 
carrier is estopped from justifying its 
discrimination against Bowling Green 
in favor of Louisville and Clarksville 
on the ground that its rates to and 
from all three points properly reflect 
the water competition existing at 
them. It is evident to the Commis- 
sion that were it not for the affilia- 
tion between the rail carrier and the 
water carrier there would not be 
sufficient actual dissimilarity between 
the circumstances and conditions sur- 
rounding the transportation by water 
to and from Bowling Green, Nash- 
ville and Clarksville to justify reliev- 
ing the Louisville & Nashville Rail- 













road from the operation at Bowling 
Green of the long-and-short-haul 
clause of the Act to regulate com- 
merce. (3) The railroad competition 
at Louisville and Clarksville is not of 
sufficient force and effect to justify 
a lower scale of rates at those points 
than at Bowling Green on traffic, the 
movement of which is through Bowl- 
ing Green. (4) The fact that Nash- 
ville is recognized as a commercial 
center of more importance than Bowl- 
ing Green and enjoys a far greater 
volume of trade does not warrant the 
continuance of a relation of rates be- 
tween that point and Bowling Green 
which results in undue preference to 
the one and undue prejudice to the 
other. The law contemplates rela- 
tively fair rates as between different 
points, and one of its prime objects 
is to cure the practice of carriers, for- 
merly so prevalent, of favoring one 
point over another when the favored 
point possesses no advantages over 
the other, with respect to real com- 
petition either by water or rail. (5) 
The Commission is of the opinion that 
the defendants’ rates to and from 
Bowling Green are unjustly discrim- 
inatory in and to the extent that they 
exceed the rates contemporaneously 
maintained as applicable through 
Bowling Green to and from Nashville. 
*(6) The rate of 20 cents on sugar 
from New Orleans to Bowling Green 
does not bear an unreasonable rela- 
tion to the rate of 17 cents to Louis- 
ville, and the defendants will be re- 
lieved from the operation of the 
fourth section of the act, so far as 
this traffic is concerned. (7) The 
rates to Montgomery, Ala., from 
Bowling Green, as compared with the 
rates to Montgomery from Clarks- 
ville, are unjustly discriminatory, and 
for the future the rates from Bowling 
Green to Montgomery should not ex- 
ceed the rates contemporaneously 
maintained from Clarksville to Mont- 
gemery. (8) On oranges from Jack- 
sonville, Fla., to Bowling Green the 
defendants are not entitled to apply 
a rate in excess of the rate contem- 
poraneously maintained on the same 
commodity from Jacksonville to 
Louisville. (9) The evidence respect- 
ing complainant’s request for a double- 
deck car rate on hogs from Bowl- 
ing Green to Chicago is not sufficient 
to enable the Commission to reach a 
conclusion in the matter. This item 
in the complaint cannot be disposed 
of without going into the larger ques- 
tion of the use of double-deck cars 
as such; July 6, p 14. 
Bristol Door & Lumber Co et: al vs 
Norfolk & Western Railway Co et al. 
No 4040. Opinion No 2031 (5 1CC 












“vo 

Rep, p 87). Submitted Dec 8, 1911. 
Decided Oct 14, 1912. The milling-in- 
transit rates of defendants on lumber 
at Bristol, Va.-Tenn., found excessive 
and discriminatory. Reduction or- 
dered and reparation awarded; Nov 
16, p 751. 

Casassa, Ceasar E., vs Pennsylvania R 
R Co et al. No 4414. Opinion No 1990 
(24 I © C Rep, p 629). Submitted 
March 7, 1912. Decided June 8, 1912. 
Defendants deliver to merchants lo- 
cated in that part of the city of 
Washington, D. C., known as George- 
town, certain classes of freight in 
less-than-carload lots, free of charge, 
but refuse to grant like free delivery 
to merchants located on Fourteenth 
street. northwest, between Florida 
avenue and Park road, in said city. 
Considering all the facts and circum- 
stances of the case; Held, That such 
practice results in unjust discrimina- 
tion against complainant and other 
merchants on Fourteenth street in the 
locality described, from which de- 
fendant should be required to cease 
and desist; Aug 10, p 261. 

Cahill Iron Works vs Nashville, Chat- 
tanooga & St Louis Railway et al. 
No 4648. Opinion No 2067 (25 IC C 
Rep, p 252). No 4648. (Sub No 1). 
Same vs Southern Railway Co et al. 
Submitted June 13, 1912. Decided 
Nov. 11, 1912. Rate of $2.20 per 100 
pounds for the transportation of cast- 
iron, porcelain-lined, combination 
sink-and-laundry tubs, from Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., to San Francisco, 
Cal., when shipped in mixed carloads 
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with sinks, found unreasonable. Rea- 
sonable rate prescribed and repara- 
tion awarded; Dec 21, p 1009. 

Central California Traction Co vs Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St Paul Railway 
Co et al. No 4246. Opinion No 1971 
(241 CC Rep, p 550). Submitted Feb 
8, 1912. Decided June 3, 1912. 
Charges assessed on shipments of 
rough iron castings from Beaver Dam, 
Wis., to Stockton, Cal., found to have 
been unjust and unreasonable in so 
far as they exceeded the fourth-class 
rate, which at the time of shipment 
was $1.90 per 100 pounds. Reparation 
awarded upon that basis and the rate 
for the future limited to the fourth- 
class rate contémporaneously main- 
tained; July 20, p 161. 

Chaffin Coal Co vs Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St Paul Railway Co. No 4167. 
Opinion No 1960 (24 I C C Rep, p 
321). Submitted Oct 9, 1911. Decided 
June 3, 1912. Rate of $1.75 per ton 
applied on a carload of coal screen- 
ings from Chicago, Ill., to Platte- 
ville, Wis., not found to have been 
unreasonable. Complaint dismissed; 
July 13, p 87. 

Chippewa Valley & Northern Railway 
Co vs Minneapolis, St Paul & Sault 
Ste Marie Railway Co. No 3456. 
Opinion No 1992 (24 1C C Rep, p 634). 
Submitted Jan 6, 1911. Decided June 
5, 1912. Defendant should resume the 
joint through arrangements which 
existed with complainant carrier 
prior to May 1, 1910, and to restore 
the tariffs which were canceled; but 
divisions allowed complainant should 
not exceed 1% cents per 100 pounds; 
Aug 10, p 254. 

Coffeyville Vitrified Brick & Tile Co vs 
St Louis & San Francisco Railroad 
Co et al. No 3247. Opinion No 2035 
(25 I C C Rep, p 101). Submitted 
Feb 15, 1911. Decided Oct 7, 1912. 
Rate of 37 cents per 100 pounds for 
the transportation of brick from 
Cherryvale, Kan., to Dermott, Ark., 
found to have been unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeded 25 cents. 
Reparation rewarded; Nov 23, p 808. 


Coffins Box & Lumber Co vs Chicago & 
Northwestern Railway Co et al. No 
4236. Opinion No 2066 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 249). Submitted April 26, 1912. 
Decided Nov. 11, 1912. Rate of 42 
cents per 100 pounds for the transpor- 
tation of wooden beer bottle carriers 
in carloads from Minneapolis, Minn., 
to Des Moines, Iowa, found to have 
been unreasonable to the extent it ex- 
ceeded a rate of 18% cents. Repara- 
tion awarded; Dec 21, p 1008. 

Colorado Coal Traffic Association vs 
Colorado & Southern Railway Co. No 
4171. Opinion No 1985 (24 1C C Rep, 
p 618). Submitted March 6, 1912. De- 
cided June 3, 1912. Complainant al- 
leges that defendant’s refusal to 
transport coal for shipment to inter- 
state points when loaded and tend- 
ered in defendant's own cars subjects 
the producers to discrimination and 
undue prejudice. Missouri & Illinois 
Coal Co vs I C R R Co, 22 1 C C, 339, 
cited and followed; Aug 3, p 222. 

Conifer Lumber Co vs Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Co et al. No 3823. 
Opinion No 2072 (25 I C C Rep, p 
272). Submitted Nov. 3, 1911. De- 
cided Oct. 7, 1912. A carload of lum- 
ber shipped from Brewton, Ala., to 
New Haven, Conn., and reconsigned 
to East Cambridge, Mass., was mis- 
routed by one of the defendants. 
Reparation awarded; Dec 21, p 1061. 

Consolidated Fuel Co et al vs Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co et al. 
No 3811. Opinion No 1938 (241 CC 
Rep, p 213). Submitted Dec 14, 1911. 
Decided June 3, 1912. (1) The pres- 
ent relation of rates on coal to points 
on the Oregon Short Line and its con- 
nections in the states of Idaho, Mon- 
tana, Washington and Oregon found 
to be unduly discriminatory as be- 
tween the Utah and Rock Springs 
fields, and the differential against 
Utah coal reduced to 25 cents a ton. 
The defendants are also required to 
establish through routes and joint 
rates from the Utah mines to all 
points taking such rates from the 
Rock Springs mines. (2) The rules 
and practices of the Denver & Rio 
Grande Railroad respecting the dis- 
tribution of its coal-car equipment 


Fe serra rape 
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criticized. (3) The right of complain- 
ants to have the routes and rates so 
prescribed extended back over their 
industrial lines to their respective 
mines reserved for further examina- 
tion; July 6, p 28. 


City of Crawford vs Chicago & North- 


western Railway Co et al. No 4162. 
Opinion No 2069 (25 I C C Rep, p 259). 
No 4162 (Sub No 1). Same vs Ore- 
gon-Washington Railroad & Naviga- 
tion Co et al. No 4162 (Sub No 2). 
Same vs Southern Pacific Co et al. 


No 4162 (Sub No 3). Same vs Walla 
Walla Valley Railway Co et al. Sub- 
mitted Feb. 20, 1912. Decided Oct. 15, 
1912. Present rates on fruits and 


vegetables from Louisville and Texas 
points, on apples and other deciduous 
fruits from Oregon, Utah and Idaho, 
and on citrus and deciduous fruits, 
canned goods and vegetables from 
California points, to Crawford, Neb., 
found unreasonable and reasonable 
rates prescribed; Dec 21, p 1012. 

Crombie & Co et al vs Southern Pacific 


Co et al. No 3149. Opinion No 2062 
(25 I C C Rep, p 233). Submitted Oct 
4, 1912. Decided Nov 11, 1912. Upon 


reconsideration of all the evidence of 
record, the former decision in this 
case, 19 I C C, 561, reaffirmed and 
complaint dismissed; Dec 14, p 958. 

Crutchfield & Woolfolk vs Southern Pa- 


cific Co. No 3314. Opinion No 1996 
(24 I C C Rep, ——). Submitted 
May 31, 1911. Decided Nov 6, 1911. 


Reicing charges collected from com- 
plainant by defendant for the refrig- 
eration of cantaloupes from the Im- 
perial Valley, Cal., and Yuma, Ariz., 
to various eastern destinations dur- 
ing the seasons of 1908 and 1909 
found to be excessive and reparation 
awarded; Aug 17, p 283. 

Crutchfield & Woolfolk vs Southern Pa- 


cific Co. No 3314. Opinion No 2003 
(24 I C C Rep, p 679). Decided Oct 
14, 1912. Rehearing is asked for the 


reason that complainants are not en- 
titled to damages because they are 
commission men, but it appears that 
complainants were under obligation 
to pay these freight charges, and 
were, therefore, upon the face of the 
transaction the only parties who 
could maintain suit for an overcharge 
or an excessive rate. Petition denied; 

Nov 2, p 632. 

Brothers vs Louisville & 

Nashville Railroad Co et al. No 4587. 

Opinion No 2036 (25 I C C Rep, p 

103). Submitted July 6, 1912. De- 

cided Oct 8, 1912. Rate of 79 cents 

per 100 pounds for the transportation 
of bananas in carloads from New Or- 
leans, La., to Glasgow, Ky., found to 
be unreasonable to the extent that it 
exceeds 50 cents per 100 pounds, 
which rate is prescribed for the 

future; Nov 23, p 812. 

Davis Samuel Preston vs St Louis, Iron 

Mountain & Southern Railway Co et 

al. No 4232. Opinion No 1956 (24 I 

C C Rep, p 309). Submitted Nov 14, 

1911. Decided June 6, 1912. Rate of 

$4.15 per net ton for the transporta- 

tion of cottonseed meal and hulls in 
carloads from Monticello, Ark., to 
points of destination located on the 

Texas & Pacific Railway in Louisiana 

found to have been unreasonable and 

unduly prejudicial to the extent it ex- 
ceeded $3.15 per ton. Reparation 

awarded; July 13, p 86. 

Deeves Griffin H Lumber Co vs Ala- 
bama & Vicksburg Railway Co et al. 
No 4825. Opinion No 2022 (221ccCc 
Rep, p 42). Submitted June 11, 1912. 
Decided Oct 8, 1912. Charges for 
transportation of two carloads of lum- 
ber from Brandon, Miss., to Chicago, 
Iil., including transit privilege at 
Jackson, Miss., not found to have 
been umreasonable. Complaint dis- 
missed; Nov 16; p 738. 

Deming Lumber Co vs Southern Pacific 
Co et al. No 4303. Opinion No 1979 
(24 I C C Rep, p- 598). Submitted 
March 19, 1912. Decided June 6, 1912. 
Rate of 34 cents per 100 pounds for 
the:.transportation of pine lumber in 
carloads from points in Louisiana and 
eastern Texas to Deming, N. M., 
found unreasonable to the extent that 
it exceeds 29 cents; July 27, p 184. 

Dierks & Sons Lumber Co vs Missouri 
Pacific Railway Co et al. No 4592. 

Opinion No 1936 (24 I C C Rep, p 205.) 

Submitted May 20, 1912. Decided 





Denver Consumers’ 


June 3, 1912. Following Leonard vs 
K CS Ry Co, 13 I C C, 573, the refusal 
of the defendants to absorb the 
charges of a delivering belt line to the 
extent of their general switching ab- 
sorption on lumber in Kansas City 
found to be discriminatory. Repara- 
tion awarded; July 6, p 22. 

& Shippers’ Asso- 
ciation vs Colorado & Southern et al. 
(See Southwestern Shippers’ Traffic 
Association vs Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe et al). 


Duluth Board of Trade vs Great North- 


ern. (See Superior Commercial Club). 


Du Pont de Nemours, E I, Powder Co 


Eagle Pass 


vs Central Railroad Co of New Jersey 


et al. No 3711. Opinion No 2014 (25 
I C C Rep, p 19). Submitted Aug 20, 
1911. Decided Oct 7, 1912. Double 


first-class rate for the transportation 
of dynamite from Knoxville to Cop- 
perhill, Tenn., on shipments originat- 
ing outside of the state found to have 
been unreasonable in so far as it ex- 
ceeds the first-class rate. Reparation 
denied; Nov 9, p 684. 

Lumber Co vs National 
Railways of Mexico et al. No 4839. 
Opinion No 2009 (25 I C C Rep, p 5). 
Submitted Aug 23, 1912. Decided Oct 
8, 1912. Upon complaint alleging that 
unjust and unreasonable charges were 
assessed upon carload shipments of 
hay moving from Eagle Pass, Tex., to 
points in Mexico; Held, That the re- 
sponsibility for the matters com- 
plained of does not rest upon the 
American carrier participating in the 
transportation, and as the Mexican 
carrier operates entirely in a foreign 
country and is not subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Act to regulate 
commerce, no relief can be granted. 
Complaint dismissed; Nov 2, p 627. 


Eagle Pencil Co vs Nashville, Chatta- 


a 


nooga & St Louis Railway et al. No 
4209. Opinion No 2056 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 203). Submitted Feb 1, 1912. De- 
cided Noy 11, 1912. Rail and water 
rate of 50 cents per 100 pounds on 
cedar-pencil material from South 
Pittsburg, Tenn,., to New York, N. Y., 
not found to be unreasonable or un- 
duly discriminatory; Dec 7, p 903. 


Bast St Louis Cotton Oil Co vs St Louis 


& San Francisco Railroad Co et al. 
No 2043. Opinion No 1976 (24 ICC 
Rep, p 588). Submitted April 4, 1912. 
Decided June 6, 1912. Action of de- 
fendants in maintaining from various 
stations in Arkansas, Oklahoma, Ten- 
nessee and Mississippi to East St 
Louis, Ill, rates on cottonseed higher 
than contemporaneously charged on 
cottonseed oil found to be in violation 
of Section 3 of the Act; July 20, p 156. 


Edwards & Bradford Lumber Co vs 


Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Co. Fourth Section Application 
No 16. In the matter of application 
for relief from the provisions of the 
Fourth Section by the Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy Railroad Co. No 
4610. Opinion No 2033 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 93). Submitted July 18, 1912. De- 
cided Oct 14, 1912. (1) For reasons 
given in the report herein, the con- 
tention of the complainant that de- 
fendant should make no higher charge 
from Chicago to South Sioux City 
than it makes from Chicago to Sioux 
City, the more distant point, is not 
sustained. (2) Permission is granted 
petitioning carrier to maintain higher 
rates at points on its line between 
Plattsmouth and Sioux City than to 
Sioux City with respect to traffic 
originating at and east of Chicago, 
where the rate to Sioux City is based 
upon or controlled by that from Chi- 
cago. (3) Such carrier is also allowed 
to make a higher charge to South 
Sioux City and points south as for 
Plattsmouth than to Sioux City from 
various junction points upon its line 
between Chicago and the Missouri 
River, and in the state of Missouri, 
where the line of the carrier exceeds 
in length the short line by at least 15 
per cent. (4) The carrier has shown 
no justification for charging a higher 
rate from points between Plattsmouth 
and South Sioux City than to South 
Sioux City upon traffic originating at 
St Louis, or upon traffic where the 
rate is determined by combination 
upon St Louis or is controlled by the 
St Louis rate, and with respect to 





Faribault 





this traffic the application will be de- 
nied; Nov 23, p 802. 


Evens & Howard Fire Brick Co vs St 


Louis & San Francisco Co et al. 
same vs St Louis, 
Southern). 


(See 
Iron Mountain & 


Evens & Howard Fire Brick Co vs St 


Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
Railway Co et al. No 4657. Opinion 
No 2045. (25 I C C Rep., p 141). No 
4657. (Sub No 1). Same vs St Louis 
& San Francisco Railroad Co et al. 
No 4776. Laclede-Christy Clay Pro- 
ducts Co vs Abilene & Southern Rail- 
way Co et al. Submitted Oct 21, 1912. 
Decided Nov 11, 1912. (1) On com- 
plaint alleging unjust discrimination 
arising from the fact that higher rates 
are charged from St Louis to Texas on 
fire brick than on pressed or face 
brick; Held, That, following Stowe- 
Fuller Co vs P R R Co, 121 C C 216, 
and Metropolitan Paving Brick Co vs 
A A RR Co, 17 I C C 197, paving, 
pressed, face and fire brick should 
take the same rate. (2) The rate of 
27 cents per 100 pounds on fire brick 
from St Louis to Texas common points 
is not shown to be unreasonabie. Rep- 
aration denied. (3) The present re- 
lationship of rates on brick from St 
Louis and Versailles Mo to Texas 
shall be maintained; Dec 14, p 947. 

Furniture Co vs_ Chicago 
Great Western Railroad Co et al. No 
4527. Opinion No 2021. Submitted 
Feb 27, 1912. Decided Oct 8, 1912. 
Failure to post supplement to tariff 
which contained no change as to rate, 
and misleading quotation by defend- 
ant carrier’s local agent, are not cir- 
cumstances affording basis for repara- 


tion. Complain dismissed; Nov 16, p 
747. 

Farrar Lumber Co vs Nashville, Chat- 
tanooga & St Louis Railway. No 4348. 
Opinion No 2015. (25 I C C Rep, p 
22). Submitted Dec 18, 1911. Decided 
Oct 7, 1912. Rates on lumber from 


Dalton Ga to certain local points on 
defendant’s line intermediate to Nash- 
ville, Tenn., touad to be unreasonable, 
and lower rates prescribed for the fu- 
ture. Reparation awarded; Nov 16, 
p 739. 


Fels & Co vs Pennsylvania Railroad Co 


et al. No 1252. Opinion No 2046 (25 
I C C Rep, p 154). Decided Nov 13, 
1912. Petition by complainant asking 


that case be reopened for the purpose 
of receiving further testimony and 
awarding reparation against the Phil- 
adelphia, Baltimore & Washington 
Railroad Company, and additional 
reparation against the Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad, dismissed; Dec 7: p 
898. 


Flour City Steamship Co et al vs Lehigh 


Valley Railroad Co et al. No 4495. 
Opinion No 19383 (24 I C C Rep, 
179). Submitted May 11, 1912. 


ecided June 4, 1912. The Flour City 
Line, a partnership, operated under a 
charter party, for one season, a line 
of steamers between Duluth and Buf- 
falo, between which points it trans- 
ported flour at a proportional rate of 
6.3 cents. The rail‘carriers west of 
Duluth publish a proportional rate of 
5 cents to Duluth and issued through 
bills of lading to New York in con- 
nection with the Flour City line. The 
rail carriers east of Buffalo declined 
to establish a through route in con- 
nection with the Flour City line, re- 
fused to recognize the through bills of 
lading, and accepted the traffic at 
Buffalo only upon local bills of lading 
at the local rate of 11 cents. There is 
an established through route and a 
joint rate of 23 cents between Min- 
neapolis and New York restricted to 
movement via the so-called standard 
or railroad-owned steamers, and out 
of this joint rate the eastern carriers 
receive 9.2 cents and absorb the 
handling charges from the end of the 
steamer’s gangplank. Upon petition 
to this Commission to establish a 
through route and a joint rate of 20.5 
cents in connection with the Flour 
City line or the Flour City Steamship 
Co, its successor, Held; (1) That the 
publication of proportional rates hy 
the western carriers and by the Flour 
City Line covering the through move- 
ment from Minneapolis to Buffalo 
when for beyond, the actual move- 
ment of traffic upon through bills -of 
lading from Minneapolis at least to 
Buffalo, and the prepayment of freight 
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charges, in some instances, through 
to New York, and in others to Buffalo, 
necessitating an accounting between 
carriers, is evidence of the common 
arrangement for a continuous carriage 
or shipment contemplated by section 
1 of the act. (2) That the Flour 
City Line was a common carrier sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of this Com- 
mission within the meaning of section 
1, and as such common carrier en- 
titled to form a part of a through 
route within the meaning of sections 1 
and 15. (3) That the existence of 
through routes capable of adequately 
and expeditiously handling al] traffic 
offered is entitled to much considera- 
tion, but no longer constitutes a bar 
to the establishment of another 
through route by this Commission. 
(4) That the taking over of the af- 
fairs of the Flour City Line by the 
Flour City Steamship Co., a corpora- 
tion whose stock while oversubscribed 
has not been paid in, and the fact 
that no vessels have yet been pur- 
chased or chartered by the corpora- 
tion, does not deprive complainants 
of the right to obtain from this Com- 
mission an expression as to whether or 
not the steamship company will be 
made a party to the through route 
when it is physically and financially 
capable of transporting traffic, there 
being nothing to cast any shadow 
upon the bona fides of the corpora- 
tion. Principle enunciated in Suffern 
Grain Co. vs IC R R., 22 1 C C 178, 
followed. (5) That the 9.2-cent rev- 
enue accruing to the eastern roads, 
while more or less arbitrarily deter- 
mined by a fixed percentage of the 
16.7 all-rail grain specific Chicago to 
New York is, nevertheless, a division 
of a joint rate and cannot be said 
to have been established without some 
reference to the division received by 
the railroad-owned lake lines, and the 
Commission is not prepared to hold 
that its acceptance only on traffic 
transported via the standard lines 
constitutes the discrimination be- 
tween connecting carriers prohibited 
by section 3; nor is it prepared to find 
that this division is an absolute mea- 
sure of the reasonableness of the divi- 
sion that should accrue to the eastern 
earriers on traffic reaching them at 
Buffalo via steamers in which they 
have no interest. (6). That while 
there may not yet be any statutory 
inhibition against this common owner- 
ship of rail and lake instrumentalities 
of carriage, the uses which it has sub- 
served cannot be said to be entirely 
consonant with the spirit of the law. 
(7) That defendants will be required 
to honor the through bills of lading 
issued by the western carriers in con- 
nection with the Flour City Steamship 
Co. and, while the Commission does 
not at this time undertake to estab- 
lish a joint rate, it is of the opinion 
that on traffic moving via such steam- 
ship company the eastern carriers 
should not receive a division in excess 
of 11 cents per 100 pounds, which 
should cover the handling of the traf- 
fic from the end of the gangplank to 
New York. (8) That it is the duty of 
defendants to provide facilities for the 
receipt and handling of flour that 
reaches Buffalo via complainant com- 
pany, and if their present facilities 
are inadequate facilities must be pro- 
vided elsewhere and at a charge no 
greater than would apply via their 
own docks. (9) That when necessary 
the Pennsylvania Railroad should 
perform the switching from Union 
docks to the tracks of the Lehigh 
Valley and the Lackawanna, and can- 
not now claim that so to do would 
necessitate the incorporation of sub- 
stantially les than the entire length 
of its line between the termini of the 
proposed through route; July 6, p 4. 


Ford, Charles A., et al vs Washington- 


Virginia Railway Co No 4470. Opin- 
ion No 1991 (241 CC Rep, p 632). Sub- 
mitted March 13, 1912. Decided June 
3, 1912. (1) A rule of the defendant 
which prohibits the sale on its trains 
of round-trip tickets to interstate 
passengers from its station in Wash- 
ington, D. C., where such tickets are 
kept on sale, not found to be unrea- 
sonable or unduly discriminatory. (2) 
Defendant required to accord to pas- 
sengers boarding the cars at Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, in the city 








of Washington, the same privileges 
- at oe non-agency stations; Aug 
» Pp . 


Galveston Commercial Association et al 


vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co et al. No 4924. Opinion No 
2061 (25 I C C Rep, p 216). Submitted 
Oct 18, 1912. Decided Nov 12, 1912. 
(1) The Commission has no direct au- 
thority to require the issuing of a 
through export bill of lading, since it 
has no jurisdiction over the water 
carrier, which is a necessary party to 
that contract, but this must not be 
understood as meaning that the Com- 
mission may not act upon the rail 
carrier, which is subject to its juris- 
diction in a proper case where the 
ocean carrier stands ready to enter 
into these through arrangements upon 
reasonable terms. (2) It is not un- 
reasonable to require of the carrier to 
ascertain before receiving the cotton 
for transportation to Galveston for ex- 
port whether it can be cared for at 
Galveston upon its receipt, and the 
ship agent should be at once provided 
with a copy of whatever contract of 
shipment has been signed by the rail- 
way agent on his behalf. (3) To de- 
cline to issue bills of lading through 
Galveston while issuing them through 
other ports would be an undue dis- 
crimination against Galveston, unless 
justified by difference in conditions 
at the different ports, which does not 
appear in this record. (4) The public 
interest requires the issuance of these 
through bills of lading. The cotton 
crop of Texas cannot be handled with- 
out great inconvenience under any 
other system, and, unless there is 
some strong objection, that method 
should be maintained, but when the 
through export bill is issued the 
shipper cannot, as a practical matter, 
be made answerable for demurrage 
charges. This charge should be cast 
upon the ship agent upon such terms 
and conditions as will not impose upon 
him an unreasonable burden. (5) 
After Jan 1, 1913, no justification can 
exist for not imposing substantially 
equivalent demurrage charges at New 
Orleans and at Texas ports, which are 
imposed at Galveston, and it will be 
an undue discrimination not to do so. 
(6) At least six days’ free time should 
be allowed at Galveston upon export 
business, and if the consignee. before 
6 o’clock in the evening of the sixth 
day, orders the car placed for unload- 
ing, the car shall be treated as un- 
loaded during the sixth day, and no 
demurrage assessed against it, pro- 
vided there is room upon the pier to 
unload it. (7) Conditions at Galves- 
ton call for the application of an aver- 
age demurrage rule, and four days Is 
found to be a just period as the basis 
for computing such average demur- 
rage. (8) Reparation denied; Dec 14, 
p 951. 


Globe Blevator Co vs Wabash (See 


Millard P. Riley vs same). 


Globe Milling Co vs Chicago, Milwaukee 


& St Paul Railway Co. No 3945. 
Opinion No 1978 (24 I C C Rep, p 594.) 
No 3965. R. P. Koenig & Co vs same. 
Submitted Oct 12, 1911. Decided June 
3, 1912. (1) Complainants seek re- 
troactive effect of an arrangement 
now in force whereby Watertown, 
Wis,. is placed upon a parity with 
Minneapolis, Minn., in the milling of 
rye, when the product moves to east- 
ern destinations. Complaint dis- 
missed. (2) The fact that a carrier 
has, by a certain rate adjustment as 
to one commodity, enabled a manufac- 
turer or producer to overcome the na- 
tural] disadvantages of his location, is 
not in itself a ground upon which this 
Commission is justified in establishing 
a like adjustment as to another com- 
modity; July 20, p 153. 


Grenada Oil Mill vs Illinois Central Rail- 


road Co No 3380. Grenada Oil Mill et 
al vs Illinois Central Railroad Co et al. 
No 3321. Opinion No 1959 (24 
I C C Rep, p_ 318). Submitted 
Dec 6, 1910. Decided June 8, 1912. 
Rate of $1.80 per net ton on bitumin- 
ous coal from Herrin, Ill., and Wheat- 
croft and Sturgis, Ky., to Grenada, 
Miss., found unreasonable to the ex- 
tent that it exceeds $1.60 per net ton; 
July 20, 


a 
Griffing, . A., et al vs Chicago & 


Northwestern Railway Co et al. No 
4768. Opinion No 2043 (25 I C C Rep, 


134) No 4677. Petmecky Co et al vs 

issouri, Kansas & Texas Railway Co, 
of Texas etal. Submitted Sept 13, 1912. 
Decided Nov 11, 1912. Complainants 
attack the rates and classification of 
motorcycles in less than carloads at 
two and one-half times first-class be- 
tween specified points in western 
classification territory as unreason- 
able; Held, That a rate in excess of 
one and one-half times a just and rea- 
sonable first-class rate from and to the 
points herein involved is unreasoable, 
and reparation will be awarded on 
this basis; Nov 30, p 858. 


Gund & Co., H., vs Chicago, Burlington 


& Quincy Railroad Co. No 1778. 
Opinion No 2080 (25 I C C Rep, p 326). 
Decided Dec. 2, 1912. At the original 
hearing, complainant asked repara- 
tion upon all grain passing through 
its country elevators at _ interior 
points in the state of Nebraska, which 
grain was .shipped through Missouri 
River points to eastern destinations, 
upon the ground that an elevation 
allowance was made by defendant to 
complainant’s competitor for eleva- 
tion in transit at Nebraska City; but 
action by the Commission was de- 
ferred pending decisions of the 
United States Supreme Court in the 
elevation cases. Since then such de- 
cisions have been rendered: but, fol- 
lowing them, the Commission cannot 
hold that the discrimination com- 
plained of was undue or unreasonable, 
because under said decisions a rail- 
road may for competitive reasons 
grant an elevator allowance, although 
no transportation service is rendered 
by the shipper owning the elvator; 
Dec 28, p 1071. 


Hafer, C, Lumber Co vs Chicago & 


Northwestern Railway Co et al. No 
4698. Opinion No 2046 (25 I c CG 
Rep, p 27.) No 4693. (Sub No 
1) Same vs Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific Railway Co. Submitted 
May 25, 1912. Decided Oct 8, 
1912. (1) Rates for the transporta- 
tion of lumber in carloads from Coun- 
cil Bluffs, Ia., to various points west 
of the Missouri River, which are 1% 
cents per 100 pounds higher than the 
rates from Omaha, Neb., to the same 
points, not found unreasonable or un- 
justly discriminatory. (2) Rates for 
the transportation of lumber in car- 
loads from Council Bluffs, Ia., to Uni- 
versity Place and Ruskin, Neb., founda 
unreasonable. Reparation awarded; 
Nov 16, p 745. 


Hafer, C., Lumber Co vs Chicago, Rock 


Island & Pacific (See Same vs Chicago 
& Northwestern et al). 


Hardie Manufacturing Co vs Oregon 


Railroad & Navigation Co et al. No 
8214. Opinion No 1969 (24 I C C Rep, 
p 545). Submitted Oct 6, 1911. De- 
cided June 6, 1912. Rate of 85 cents 
per 100 pounds, minimum 40,00 pounds, 
charged for the transportation of a 
carload of lime-sulphur solution from 
Pullman Junction, Ill., to Portland, 
Ore,. found to have been unreasonable 
to the extent that it exceeded a rate 
of 65 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 
30,000 pounds; July 20, p 158. 


Holeker-Elberg Manufacturing Co vs 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
Way Co et al. No 4542. Opinion No 
2059 (25 I C C Rep, p 212). Submitted 
Sept 1, 1912. Decided Nov 11, 1912. 
The advance in the rate for the trans- 
portation of automobile wind-shield 
frames from Joliet. [l., to Dallas, Tex., 
not having been justified by the car- 
riers; Held, That the advanced rate is 
unjust and unreasonable in so far as 
it exceeds the rate in effect prior to 
said advance. Reparation awarded; 
Dec 7, p 909. 


Hollingshead & Blei Co vs Pennsylvania 


Co. No 4787. Opinion No 2020 (251C 
C Rep, p 38). Submitted June 12, 1912. 
Decided Oct 8, 1912. Demurrage 
charges occasioned by detention of « 
car of barrel heading at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, awaiting payment of freight 
charges thereon, found not to have 
been unlawful or unreasonable. Com- 
plaint dismissed; Nov 16, p 738. 


Hull, C. W., Co vs Southern Railway Co 


et al. No 4434. Opinion No 1953 (24 
I C C Rep, p 362). Submitted Dec 
18, 1911. Decided June 6, 1912. Tariffs 
of Southern Railway and Chicago & 
Alton Railroad provided that on 
washed No 1 egg coal there should be 
deducted 1 per cent for moisture from 






























































































































































actual net weight. On four cars which 
moved from Lake, Hl., to Iowa points 
on Chicago & Northwestern Railway 
that carrier refused to make deduc- 
tion as shown by billing, and collected 
tariff rates on net weight. Tariff ef- 
fective on Chicago & Northwestern 
Railway provided that shipments re- 
ceived from connections accompanieu 
by billing suowine gross, tare and net 
weights would be accepted without 
reweighing. Complainant contended 
that latter provision bound Chicago & 
Northwestern Railway to accept fig- 
ures oe remainder after deduc- 
tion for moisture as net weight and 
asked for reparation; Held, That de- 
duction for moisture from net weight 
does not constitute the remainder as 
net weight, but it is merely an arbi- 
trary basis on which to compute 
charges; July 20, p 149. 

Humboldt Steamship Co vs White Pass 
& Yukon Route, consisting of the Pa- 
cific & Arctic Railway & Navigation 
Co., British Columbia-Yukon Railway 
Co., British-Yukon Railway Co, and 
British-Yukon Navigation Co., Ltd 
No 2518. Opinion No 2044 (25 ICC 
Rep, p 136). Submitted Oct 15, 1912. 
Decided Nov 11, 1912. On petition for 
the establishment of through routes 
and joint rates from Seattle, Wash., 
to Dawson, Yukon territory, and tv 
other points in Canadian territory; 
Held, That the Commission has no 
jurisdiction of railroad and steamship 
lines located, owned and operated en- 
tirely in an adjacent foreign country; 
Held further, That the wharf used by 
defendants at Skagway, Alaska, is an 
instrumentality of interstate commerce 
used by defendants; Nov 30, p 859. 

Hutchinson Mill Co vs Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe Railway Co. No 
4307. Opinion No 2051 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 180) No 4307 (Sub No 1). Monarch 
Mill Co vs Same. No 4307 (Sub No 2). 
William Kelly Mill Co vs Same. No 
4307 (Sub No 3). O’Neil-Kaufman- 
Pettit Grain Co vs Same. Submitted 
May 16, 1912. Decided Nov 11, 1912. 
Tariffs of the Santa Fe system not 
found to have provided for the absorp- 
tion of switching charges at Hutchin- 
son, Kan., on traffic milled in transit 
at that point. Complaints dismissed; 
Dec 7, p 900. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Barley (whole), in carloads, from 
points in California, Nevada and Utah 
to Minneapolis, Minn., and other 
points. Investigation and Suspension 
Docket No. 108. Opinion No 1999 (24 
I C C Rep, p 664). Submitted Aug 15, 
1912. Decided Oct 8, 1912. Proposed 
increase in the rate on barley from 
California points to Minneapolis via 
Omaha found to be unjustly discrim- 
inatory against Minneapolis and un- 
duly preferential to Chicago; Oct 26, p 
594. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Cement in Carload Lots. I & S Docket 
No 68. Opinion No 1937 (24 I C C 
Rep, p 209.) Submitted April 27, 
1912. Decided June 4, 1912. The 
defendants seek to advance their 
rates on cement in carloads from 10 
to 12% cents per 100 pounds from cer- 
tain mill points in the so-called Kan- 
sas “gas belt” to all stations on the 
St Louis @ San Francisco Railroad 
intermediate Springfield and St Louis, 
Mo., including St. Louis; and 
to increase their rates on the same 
commodity from the same points of 
origin to certain stations on the Mis- 
souri, Kansas & Texas Railway in 
western Missouri. The tariffs, which 
have been suspended by the Commis- 
sion pending inquiry into the reason- 
ableness of the proposed rates, also 
contain minor advances which are not 
complained of, and some reductions; 
and, with the exception of the St. 
Louis & San Francisco stations inter- 
mediate Springfield and St. Louis, are 
filed, the carriers state, for the pur- 
pose of correcting minor tariff 
discrepancies and to properly realign 
their rates; Held, That from the facts 
of record, the proposed rates are not 
unreasonable; July 6, p 23. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
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Cement in Carloads 
Bridge, Md., to Norfolk, Va., and 
Other Destinations. I © S Docket No 
84. Opinion No 1949 (24 I C C Rep, 
p 290). Submitted May 24, 1912. De- 
cided June 6, 1912. Change in the re- 
lationship of rates from Union Bridge 
and Security, Md., to various destina- 
tions in Virginia and West Virginia, 
principally on the Norfolk & Western 
Railway, proposed in Western Mary- 
land Railway tariff, I C C No 3791, 
found to be unjustly discriminatory 
against Union Bridge, and to give an 
undue advantage to Security, Md. 
Tariff directed to be canceled; July 13, 
98. 


from Union 


p 
In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of Advances in Class Rates 
by Carriers Operating Between Cer- 
tain Points in Iowa and Minneapolis, 
Minn and Other Points. I Ss 
Docket Nos 134 and 134A. Opinion No 
2071 (25 I C C Rep, p 268). Submitted 
Nov 4, 1912. Decided Nov 12, 1912. 
For reasons given in the report herein, 
the proposed rates allowed to become 
effective and the order of suspension 
vacated; Dec 14, p 964. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Cooperage from Salt Lake City, Utah, 
to Chicago, Ill., and Between Other 
Points. I & S Docket No 87. Opinion 
No 1997 (24 1 C C Rep, p 656). Sub- 
mitted Sept 21, 1912. Decided Oct 7, 
1912. Increased rates on cooperage 
from St. Louis, Mo., and other points 
to Utah common points, which were 
suspended, are lower than the rates 
prescribed by us in Commercial] Club, 
Salt Lake City vs A., T. & S. F. Ry. 
Co., 19 I C C 218, and are therefore 
found to be reasonable. Order of sus- 
pension vacated; Oct 26, p 591. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Corn, Oats, Feed and Other Commodi- 
ties in Carloads from Stations on Chi- 
Cago, Milwaukee & St Paul Railway 
in Iowa, Minnesota and South Dakota 
to Stations on Minneapolis, St. Paul & 
Sault Ste. Marie Railway in North 
Dakota. I & S Docket No 148. Opin- 
ion No 2024. Submitted Sept 20, 1912. 
Decided Oct 14, 1912. The advanced 
rates in question found to be unjust 
and unreasonable; Nov 16, p 754. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Cottonseed Products from Oklahoma 
City, Okla., and Other Points to Points 
in Texas and Other Interstate Points. 
I & S Docket No 82. Opinion No 2063 
(25 1C C Rep, p 237). Submitted June 
18, 1912.. Decided Nov 12, 1912. (1) 
Proposed increased rates on cottonseed 
products from Oklahoma points to sta- 
tions in Texas, and on inedible tallow 
from Oklahoma points to Louisville, 
Ky., Cincinnati, Ohio, and Hammond, 
Ind., not shown to be reasonable. De- 
fendant directed to withdraw sus- 
pended supplement. (2) The _ pro- 
posed construction of rates on the 
group basis not condemned and de- 
fendants given permission to file new 
rates on this basis if short hauls are 
properly provided for; Dec 14, p 959. 


In the Matter of Elevation Allowances 


at Points Located upon the Missouri, 
Mississippi and Ohio Rivers, and on 
the Great Lakes. No 4742. Opinion 
No 1935 (24 I C C Rep, p 197). Sub- 
mitted May 28, 1912. Decided June 6, 
1912. (1) It appearing that prior pro- 
ceedings in regard to these elevation 
allowances comprehended Missouri 
River points only, this proceeding was 
brought so as to include Ohio River 
points and points generally north ot 
the Ohio River and east of the Mis- 
souri River. (2) One-fourth of 1 
cent per bushel held to be fair com- 
pensation for transportation elevation 
at the points in question, but for both 
transportation elevation and commer- 
cial elevation at such points a fair 
compensation would be not less than 
three-fourths of 1 cent per 100 pounds. 
(3) Scale of charges for commercial 
elevation recommended. (4) Making 
of any order in this matter is post- 
poned until reasonable opportunity has 
been given the parties for an adjust- 
ment on the basis recommended. (5) 
Nothing in the testimony tends to 
convince the Commission that trans- 


portation elevation cannot be brought 
within the 10-day limit; July 13, p 78. 


In the Matter of Express Rates, Prac- 


tices, Accounts and Revenues, No 
4198 (24 I C C Rep, p 380.) Opinion 
No 1967. No 1280. California Com- 
mercial Association vs Wells, Fargo 
& Co No 1911. M S Kohllerg & Co vs 
Wells, Fargo & Co No 1916. Califor- 
nia Commercial Association vs Wells, 
Fargo & Co No 2175. Bengt E. Sund- 
berg vs Great Northern Express 
Co et al. No 2176. Same vs 
American Express .Co et al. No 
2216. Same vs Wells, Fargo & Co 
No 4302. Memphis Freight Bureau et 
al vs Adams Express Co et al. Sub- 
mitted March 1, 1912. Decided June 
8, 1912. (1) Express rates should be 
made primarily to meet the need of 
the great body of our people and 
should therefore be stated in terms 
that represent the small packages 
which the express company is in- 
tended to carry rather than by the 
100 pounds, as freight rates are 
stated. (2) In the fixing of its rates 
an express company should not be 
allowed to charge more than a rail- 
road company if the latter undertook 
to, and did, give the same service. 
(3) It is proper for the government 
to treat the express company as a 
freight forwarder by- passenger train, 
giving supplemental service at each 
terminus and intermediate care. (4) 
An express rate may not be based 
upon the monopoly right of the ex- 
press company to be the exclusive 
freight forwarder over one or more 
lines of railroad. (5) The rate 
should not include more than a rea- 
sonable compensation for the service 
given, even though such compensa- 
tion falls below that which the rail- 
road exacts as a minimum for the 
carriage of 100 pounds of freight. 
(6) It is unreasonable to fix as rapid 
a decline in express rates for long 
distances as is made by the railroads 
in their freight rates, express service 
in this respect being more analogous 
to passenger than to freight service. 
(7) In compounding the express rate 
the railroads should be allowed a 
compensation for bulked freight 
moved upon a passenger train as to 
which it is relieved by contract for 
all liability for loss or damage and is 
without expense for the furnishing of 
a receipt, the billing, the bookkeeping, 
and a great number of other general 
expenses. (8) The rate should in- 
clude a return to the express company 
which will compensate it with profit 
for the expense of the service which 
it gives, there being added thereto in 
the formation of the total rate the 
proper charge which it may reason- 
ably make for the service which the 
railroad gives, as stated in the pre- 
ceding paragraph. (9) This Commis- 
sion will require the following things 
of the express companies: (a) A new 
and simple method of stating rates 
by which one who is not an expert in 
the reading of tariffs may know what 
rate he should be charged. (b) The 
tariffs must present but one rate upon 
the same class of traffic between any 
two points in the United States served 
by the same carrier. The rebates 
by indirection concealed in the tariffs 
must be removed. (c) There must 
be a new classification of traffic in 
which the standard or first-class rate 
shall be that on merchandise, and to 
which there shall be one great class 
of exceptions—a second class as it 
were—consisting of articles of food 
and drink now carried under the 
meaningless term of “general spe- 
cials.”” The rate for this latter class 
should bear a relation in percentage 
to the former,. Our conclusion is 
that 75 per cent of merchandise would 
yield a fair and reasonable rate. 
Other rates may be made to meet 
traffic needs and develop industry, 
but all such rates shall be based on 
conditions of service and should, for 
convenience, likewise be stated in 
percentage of the merchandise scale. 
(a) The rules of the express com- 
panies are too many and too involved. 
They need even more drastic revision 
than is herein suggested. (e) The 
express carriers must unite in direct 
through routes, reaching all cities and 
towns accessible to each other by the 
shortest route measured in time. The 
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Commission will leave this matter in 
the hands of the carriers for the pres- 
ent, but will undertake to see that 
this principle is recognized in the 
routing of express traffic. (f) There 
should be a precise statement pub- 
lished and filed showing the terminal 
service that is given at local stations. 
(g) To avoid prosecution for illegal 
overcharges it is essential that double 
collections shall cease, and to this 
end a system of labels is herein pre- 
scribed—a yellow label, which shows 
that the charges have been paid; a 
white label, when the charges have 
not been paid; and if no label is car- 
ried on the package, it must be de- 
livered without charges and the error 
later corrected. (h) The standard 
merchandise rates have been found 
to be discriminatory as between lo- 
ecalities and unreasonable in them- 
selves with respect to the points dealt 
with in our order. They have been 
the product of an unregulated growth, 
in which certain of the larger cities 
have gained an undue advantage and 
preference. A burden that is excess- 
ive and unjustifiable has rested upon 
the packages of smaller weight which 
the express carrier was especially 
created to transport. The railroad 
company in “farming out’’ this branch 
of its service upon a percentage con- 
tract basis has created an inevitable 
tendency to increase parcel rates. 
There has been no uniformity in the 
application of any system or basis or 
scale of rates with reference to points 
similarly situated even within the 
same territory, and no reasonable 
relation is suggested in the rates 
fixed between the service given by 
the railroad in the carriage of a parcel 
and that given by the express com- 
pany in its terminal service. (10) In 
order that the shippers and the car- 
riers may have abundant opportunity 
to analyze the rates and rules pro- 
posed herein and present their views 
to the Commission before a go into 
effect, the order herein will require 
the carriers to show cause on Oct. 9, 
1912, why the proposed rates should 
not be put into effect; July 20, p 122. 

In the Matter of Hop Rates. I & § 
Docket No 120. Opinion No 2013 (25 
I C C Rep, p 16). Submitted Oct. 2, 
1912. Decided Oct. 14, 1912. The 
earriers have in this proceeding fairly 
sustained the burden of satisfying the 
Commission that $1.75 per 100 pounds 
in carloads, with a minimum of 15,000 
pounds, and $2.25 per 100 pounds in 
less than carloads, as blanket rates 
for the transportation of hops from 
points of production in Washington 
and Oregon to destinations upon the 
Missouri River and east, are reason- 
able. Order of suspension vacated; 
Nov 9, p 682. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Charges 
by Carriers for Switching Ice in Car- 
loads at Chicago, Ill., and Vicinity. 
{1 & S Docket No 94. Opinion No 1998. 
(24 I CG C Rep, p_ 660). Sub- 
mitted July 15, 1912. Decided Oct. 
7, 1912. Increased charges for deliv- 
ery of ice in carloads at Chicago, Ill., 
found to be unjustly disciminatory. 
Withdrawal of eS tariffs re- 
quired; Oct 26, p 597. a 

In ‘the Matter of Import Rates. No. 3780. 
Opinion No 2002 (24 I C C Rep, p 678.) 
Submitted April 10, 1912. Decided 
Oct 14, 1912. Prior decision herein 
modified upon the findings in Cham- 
ber of Commerce case, ante, p 674; Oct 
26, p 596. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Lime in Carloads from Dittlinger, 
Tex,. to New Orleans, La., and Be- 
tween Other Points. I & S Docket 
No 85. Opinion No 1931 (24 I C C 
Rep, p 170) Submitted June 1, 1912. 
Decided June 4, 1912. Rates named 
in the tariffs under supension for the 
transportation of lime in carloads 
_ from cértain points of production in 
Texas found to be unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceed the rates 
named in this report; July 6, p 12. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Live Stock from Points in the State 
of New Mexico to Kansas City, Mo., 
and Between Other Points. I & §S 





Docket No 99. Opinion No 2027 (25 
IC C Rep, 63). .Submitted Oct 2, 
1912. Decided Oct 14, 1912. Proposed 
rates on live stock from points in 
Texas, New Mexico and Colorado in 
some instances found unreasonable 
and reasonable rates prescribed for 
the future, and in other instances 
found reasonable and allowed to be- 
come effective; Nov 16, p 742. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Logs and Bolts into Nashville, Tenn., 
and Other Milling Points Located on 
the Louisville and Nashville Railroad. 
I & S$ Dockets Nos 101 and 101A. 
Opinion No 2005 (24 I C C Rep, p 683). 
Submitted July 25, 1912. Decided Oct 
14, 1912. It appearing that the Louis- 
ville & Nashville is willing to change 
the tariffs in question so that they 
will provide for transit rates on 3 
pounds of logs shipped in for each 
pound of dried lumber, dressed or 
rough, shipped out, and to make the 
limit of the transit privilege 12 
months, the order of suspension is- 
sued herein will be vacated when the 
supplements making such change 
have been filed with the Commission; 
Nov 2, p 628. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Lumber and Articles Taking Lumber 
Rates from Stations on the Alabama 
Great Southern Railway and Other 
Points to St. Louis, Mo., and Other 
Points. I & S$ Docket No 115. Opin- 
ion No 2006 (24 I C C Rep, p 686). 
Submitted Sept. 18, 1912. Decided 
Oct 14, 1912. (1) Proposed increased 
rates on lumber from groups in the 
Southeast to Cairo, Ill., proper, made 
in compliance with Commission’s find- 
ings in Norman Lumber Co vs L & 
N RRCo, 22 I C C 239, not found to 
be unreasonable. (2) Proposed in- 
creased rates from certain points in 
the same territory to St. Louis, Mo., 
which bring such points into proper 
relationship with other points in the 
same territory, not found to be un- 
reasonable. Order of suspension va- 
cated; Nov 9, p 678. 

In the Matter of Lumber Rates from 
the South to Ohio River Crossings. 
Fourth Section Applications No 542 
et seq. Opinion No 2026 (25 I C C 
Rep, p 50). Submitted March 27, 
1912. Decided Oct 14, 1912. Car- 
riers transporting lumber from 
various points of production in the 
south to the Ohio River, violating in 
some instances the rule of the fourth 
section, ask to be allowed to con- 
tinue the making of higher rates at 
the intermediate points. Upon the 
facts disclosed by the record, Held: 
(1) A carrier originating traffic in a 
lower group and carrying it upon its 
way to the Ohio River through a 
higher group, disregarding the fourth 
section, should, upon the circuitous- 
route principle, be accorded relief. 
(2) With respect to gum and cotton- 
wood lumber, the petition of the Illi- 
nois Central should be granted in 
ease of all those points where com- 
petition with the Mississippi River 
or some other stream emptying into 
that river is possible. (3) Rates 
from lumber-producing territory on 
the Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 
Louis and the Tennessee Central lines 
to river crossings should be allowed 
to depart from the fourth section 
rule, because of water competition. 
(4) Whatever local rate is made for 
the transportation of yellow pine lum- 
ber by the direct line from points of 
production in the South to the Ohio 
River crossings and points north 
should not be exceeded to any inter- 
mediate point upon that line. The 
applications of carriers for leave to 
continue charging the higher inter- 
mediate rates on such traffic will be 
denied. (5) The aplpication of the 
Illinois Central with respect to its 
rates upon pine lumber will be 
granted, except in the two instances 
named in the report. (6) To the 
extent that water competition jus- 
tifies departures from the fourth sec- 
tion at and from Memphis, relief 
should be granted, but this Commis- 
sion cannot, upon the mere sugges- 
tion that this is a water-competitive 
point and without further showing, 
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grant unlimited relief from the rule 
of the fourth section. Relief not 
granted to Trotters Point, Memphis 
or Brockport upon the present record. 
(7) Carriers interested in these ap- 
Plications will be given until Dec Be 
1912, in which to file with the Com- 
mission a statement showing the 
exact relief in detail to which they 
consider themselves entitled under 
the terms of this opinion. Upon re- 
ceiving such statement appropriate 
orders will be issued; Nov 16, p 732. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of New Milling-in-Transit 
Regulations at Certain Stations on 
the Chicago & Northwestern and Chi- 
Cago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
Railways. I & § Docket ,No 113. 
Opinion No 2032 (25 1 C C Rep, p 90). 
Submitted July 18, 1912. Decided Oct. 
14, 1912. The tariff under suspension 
herein limits the territory into which 
grain can be shipped from Milwaukee 
when milled or treated in transit at 
that point; but the record shows that 
such tariff is liberal to Milwaukee as 
a milling and a grain-handling point. 
There is no reason why mills at Mil- 
waukee should reach in competition 
with mills between Minneapolis and 
Milwaukee the great bulk of this in- 
termediate territory, involving in 
most instances as such an arrange- 
ment does a long back haul, or its 
equivalent, from Milwaukee. Order 
of suspension vacated; Nov 23, p 801. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Potatoes and Other Perishable Freight 
in Heater Cars Between Points in 
Trunk Line Territory and Canada. 
No 5244. Boston Potato Receivers’ 
Association vs Bangor & Aroostook 
Railroad Co et al. I & S Docket No 
168. Opinion No 2048 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 159). Submitted Nov 11, 1912. De- 
cided Nov 12, 1912. The proposed 
heater tariffs under suspension found 
to be just and reasonable and should 
be allowed to take effect when the 
reconsignment provisions therein 
have been modified in accordance 
with the views expressed in this re- 
port, and subject to the limitation 
that no charge should be made for 
the use of a heater car unless ordered 
by the shipper, or unless the fires are 
lighted; Nov 30, p 861. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Potatoes in Carloads from Points in 
South Dakota, Nebraska and Other 
States to St. Louis, Mo., Peoria, IIl., 
Chicago, Ill., and Other Points. I&S 
Docket No 141. Opinion No 2065 (25 
I C C Rep, p 247). Submitted Oct 3, 
1912. Decided Nov 27, 1912. Pro- 
posed rates herein on potatoes found 
unreasonable; present rates declared 
reasonable and prescribed for the 
future; Dec 14, p 963. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Sand and Gravel, in Carloads, from 
Janesville, Wis., to Chicago, IIL, and 
Between Other Points. I & S Docket 
Nos 88 and 88A. Opinion No 1942 (24 
ICC Rep, p 249). Submitted May 16, 
1912. Decided June 3, 1912. Having 
failed to justify the increased rates 
on sand and gravel, from certain 
Wisconsin points to Chicago and its 
suburbs, proposed in tariffs under 
suspension, the respondents are re- 
quired to maintain the present rates; 
July 6, p 41. 

In the Matter of the Investigation into 
the Substitution of Tonnage at Tran- 
sit Points. No 3002 Opinion No 
1964 (24 I C C Rep, p 340). Submitted 
April 15, 1912. Decided June 5, 1912. 
(1) The Act to regulate commerce as 
amended gives to the Commission 
adequate power to regulate transit 
privileges, and it may upon full hear- 
ing prescribe such rules and regula- 
tions therefor as will in its opinion 
free the operation of transit privi- 
leges from illegal practices. (2) 
Since the last report of the Commis- 
sion on the subject of transit privi- 
leges, 18 I C C, 280, certain carriers 
have attempted to comply with the 
views of the Commisison, while other 
carriers have either paid little atten- 
tion thereto or have wholly ignored 
what was then said, and a condition 
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of great inequality has thus grown 
up in the handling of grain and its 
products under tariffs according 
transit privileges. (3) A recent in- 
vestigation made by the Commission, 
on its own initiative, into the opera- 
tion of the transit privileges reveals 
gross violations of law in various sec- 
tions of the country, (4) Consider- 
ing all the circumstances and condi- 
tions appearing from the investiga- 
tions of the Commission, it is Held, 
That the respondents shall be re- 
quired to establish rules for the polic- 
ing of cransit privileges on grain and 
grain products which shall require;°a. 
Certificates as to the transportation 
character of all grain contained in a 
transit house; b. That a daily report 
shall be furnished by the receiver of a 
transit privilege which shall state the 
required information as to the con- 
tents of a transit house, if any of said 
contents is accorded a transit privi- 
lege; c. That there shall be recorded 
with the policing authority of the 
carriers, within a reasonable time 
after the shipments have been re- 
ceived at transit point, all paid ex- 
pense bills; d. That all surplus bill- 
ing shall be canceled absolutely at 
the close of each business day; e. 
That the railroad billing of the in- 
bound and outbound movement shall 
describe with sufficient particularity 
the commodity upon which the tran- 
sit privilege is accorded; f. That the 
outbound billing shall show full ref- 
erence to the inbound billing; g. That 
the transit privilege shall be limited 
absolutely to one year, at the expira- 
tion of which time all privileges shall 
cease and full local rate, commodity 
or class, both into and out of the tran- 
sit point, shall apply; h. That there 
shall be deducted an arbitrary loss in 
process of milling wheat of not less 
than 1 per cent of the weight of the 
wheat: in the malting of barley of 
not less than 16 per cent of the weight 
of the barley; in the drying of corn of 
not less than 10 per cent of the weight 
of the corn; in the shelling of corn of 
not less than 20 per cent of the weight 
of the corn; and in the cleaning and 
clipping of grains of not less than 
1% per cent of the weight of the 
grain: and i. That in according the 
transit privilege upon the products of 
grain milled or treated in transit, the 
policing authority shall be required to 
balance the outbound “movement of 
the product against the inbound 
movement of the grain upon the basis 
of well-known average ratios of the 
products of the grain. This same 
general principle shall be applied to 
mixed feed; July 13, p 70. 

In the Matter of the Investigation of 
Alleged Unreasonable Rates and Prac- 
tices Involved in the Transportation 
of Wool, Hides and Pelts from Various 
Western Points of Origin to Eastern 
Destination. Opinion No 2053. No 
4074 (25 I C C Rep, p 185.) No 2634. 
Railroad Commission of Oregon vs 
Oregon Railroad & Navigation Co et 
al. No 2939. National Wool Growers 
Association vs Oregon Short_ Line 
Railroad Co et al. Submitted Nov 6, 
1912. Decided Nov. 12, 1912. (1) The 
minimum of 24,000 pounds for cars 36 
feet in length, prescribed by the Com- 
mission for the transportation of wool 
in the original report herein, im- 
poses upon the shipper no unfeason- 
able burden and increases the car ef- 
ficiency and the economy of transpor- 
tation: but if cars less than 36 feet in 
length are tendered for shipment, they 
should be covered by 4 proper tariff 
provision. (2) Contention of ship- 
pers that the Commission should 
apply the rates established for baled 
woo! in all instances where the load- 
ing of sack wool equals or exceeds 
the minimum prescribed for baled 
wool not sustained. (3) Rates on 
scoured wool from Albuquerque, N. 
M., to the East found excessive. They 
should be reduced by as much per 160 
pounds as the reduction in the rates 
on wool in the grease suggested by 
the Commission in the original re- 
port. (4) Former decision that wool 
in the territory covered by the inves- 
tigation should take the fourth-class 
rate, with a minimum of 24,000 
pounds, adhered to Dec 7; p 904. 

In the Matter of the Investigation of. 
Alleged Irregularities in Mine Ratings 


among the coal mines served by the 
Illinois Central Railroad Co. No 4735. 
Opinion No 2076 (25 I C C Rep. p 286). 
Submitted Oct. 21, 1912. Decided 
Dec. 3, 1912. In a controversy over 
the ratings of coal mines by the Illi- 
nois Central Railroad as a basis for 
car distribution in periods of car 
shortage, the respondent and _ the 
operators Of mines local to the IIli- 
nois Central contended that the rat- 
ings should be based solely upon ship- 
ments previously made via the Illinois 
Central. Operators of junction-point 
mines that are servel by respondent 
and also by ose or more other car- 
riers contended that they should be 
rated by each road serving them, just 
as if they were local to each road. 
Respondent and a minority of the 
local operators contended for ratings 
based upon the shipping experiences 
of a_ substantial preceding period. 
The junction-point operators and a 
majority of the local operators in- 
sisted upon ratings based upon the 
hourly capacities of the several 
mines; Held, That the ratings of the 
mines shall be based upon their sev- 
eral hourly capacities for production; 
that the mines that have outlet by 
river shall be treated as junction- 
point mines; that upon days for 
which the juriction-point mine or- 
ders no cars from another carrier it 
shall have its full rating on the Illi- 
nois Central; that upon a day for 
which it orders cars from one other 
earrier its rating on the Illinois Cen- 
tral for that day shall be 75 per 
cent of its full rating; and that upon 
a day for which it orders cars from 
two other carriers its ratings on the 
Illinois Central for that day shall be 
50 per cent of its full rating. Dec. 
21, p 1019. 


Investigation and Suspension Docket 


Nos 80 and 80A. Opinion No 2081 
(25 I C C Rep, p 331). In the matter 
of the investigation and suspension 
of advances in rates by carriers for 
the transportation of furniture from 
Nappanee, Ind., to Chicago, IIL, and 
other destinations. Submitted Oct. 
26, 1912. Decided Dec. 2, 1912. Pro- 
posed advances in rates on furniture 
from Nappanee, Ind., to Chicago, II1., 
not found unreasonable or unjustly 
discriminatory. Dec. 28, p 1073. 


Investigation and Suspension Docket 


Nos 83 and 883A. Opinion No 2079 (25 
I C C, p 314). In the matter of the 
investigation and suspension of ad- 
vances in demurrage charges on in- 
terstate traffic by carriers operating 
in the state of California. Submit- 
ted Oct. 19, 1912. Decided Dec. 2, 
1912. Proposed increased demurrage 
charges in the state of California 
applicable upon interstate shipments 
were suspended by the Commission. 
After full hearing; Held, That upon 
this record the carriers have abund- 
antly sustained the burden of proof 
to show that the increased charges 
are reasonable; and Held further, 
That under the circumstances here 
shown it is not unjustly discrim- 
inatory against California or against 
shippers or receivers in California to 
maintain higher demurrage charges 
at points in the state than are con- 
temporaneously maintained in other 
states served by respondents. Order 
of suspension vacated. Dec. 28, p 
1066. 


Investigation and Suspension Docket 


No 103. Opinion No 2084 (25 IC C 
Rep, p 349). In the matter of the 
investigation and suspension of ad- 
vances in rates by carriers for the 
transportation of petroleum oil and 
other commodities from Wellsville, 
N. Y., and oper points to Cincinnati, 
O., and between other points. Sub- 
mitted Oct. 31, 1912. Decided Dec. 3, 
1912. Proposed increased rates on 
petroleum and its products from re- 
fineries in so-called Buffalo group to 
points in southern Ohio and Indiana 
found to be unreasonable and un- 
justly discriminatory. Tariffs under 
suspension required to be withdrawn. 
Dec. 28, p 1080. 


Investigation and Suspension Docket 


No 106. Opinion No 2077 (5 1c Cc 
Rep, p 299). In the matter of the 
investigation and suspension of ad- 
vances in rates by carriers for the 
transportation of furniture in car- 
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loads between points in Arkansas, 
Colorado, Florida, Kansas, Louisiana, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, South Dakota, Washing- 
ton, D. C., and other interstate 
points. Submitted Nov. 21, 1912. De- 
cided Dec. 2, 1912. The rates herein 
advanced by the carriers fousd not 
unreasonable. Orders of suspension 
vacated. Dec. 21, 1024. 


Investigation and Suspension Docket 


No 144. Opinion No — (25 IC Cc 
Rep, p —). Submitted Dec. 6, 1912. 
Decided Dec. 11, 1912. Upon the facts 
shown of record, the proposed charge 
of $2, for reconsigning carload ship- 
ments received at Detroit to points 
within the switching district, found 
to be unreasonable unless the con- 
signees are advised of the arrival of 
the cars at Toledo on the tracks of 
the carriers making delivery at De- 
troit, so that the consignees may 
have an opportunity to give their 
reconsigning orders before the cars 
= the latter point. Dec 28, p 
81. 


Jackson & Perkins Co. vs Southern 


Pacific Co. et al. Opinion No 1961. 
No 3988 (24 1 C C Rep, p 323). Sub- 
mitted Oct 6, 1911. Decided June 6, 
1912. Complainant assails the refrig- 
eration charges on certain shipments 
of nursery stock from points in Cali- 
fornia to Newark, N. Y., as excessive 
and unreasonable. The shipments 
moved via northern routes under bills 
of lading containing these instruc- 
tions: “Ice at first icing station, then 
seal and close hatches and keep closed 
to destination.’”” Some were reiced in 
transit and some were not. They were 
charged a rate of $70 per car, which 
is the regular charge for perishable 
freight that requires continuous re- 
frigeration throughout the entire haul. 
Complainant’s traffic is shipped only 
during the winter months, and when 
moved via northern gateways does 
not require refrigeration after passing 
out of the warm climate of the early 
part of the journey. Upon the facts 
of record; Held, That the charges 
were unreasonable to the extent that 
they exceeded $40 per car, which is 
found to be a reasonable charge for 
the refrigeration service stipulated for 
in the bills of lading, and, under like 
conditions, should be applied in the 
sig Reparation awarded; July 20, 
p L 


Johnson, Edward jJ., vs Atchison, 


Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad 
Co. Opinion No 2057. No 4244 (25 I 
C C Rep, p 207). Submitted July 10, 
1912. Decided Nov. 11, 1912. Defend- 
ant’s passenger tariff provided that a 
single passenger, in order to be en- 
titled to occupy a compartment on the 
“California ‘Limited’’ train, should 
have a minimum of one and one-half 
fare tickets. The bagagge rule of de- 
fendant required a full first-class 
ticket for the carriage of a corpse in 
@ baggage car, “in addition to a 
proper transportation” for an attend- 
ant A passenger traveling on this 
train from San Diego, Cal., to Boston, 
Mass., accompanying a corpse, pre- 
sented a ticket for the compartment, 
but only one full-fare ticket for her- 
self and a full fare for the corpse, 
and was ‘therefore required by the 
conductor to purchase an additional 
half-fare ticket in order that she 
might occupy the compartment; Held, 
That one of the tickets presented was 
in compliance with the baggage rule, 
which left orily one full-fare ticket for 
the transportation of the attendant, 
and under the tariff this was not suf- 
ficient to entitle the attendant to 
occupy a compartment on the “Cali- 
fornia Limited.”” Complaint dis- 
missed; Dec 7, p 907. 


Johnson & Hunt vs St. Louis, Iron 


Mountain & Southern Railway Co. et 
al. Opinion No 1995. No 4688 (24 1 
C C Rep, p 648.) Submitted April 27. 
1912. Decided June 8, 1912. Rate of 
38 cents per 100 pounds on canned 
goods in carloads from Magnolia, 
Ark., to Fort Smith, Ark., moving 
interstate, found to have been unrea- 
sonable. Reparation awarded; Aug 
17, p 285. 


Johnson & Son, B., vs Chesapeake & 


Ohio Railway Co. et al. Opinion No 
2007. No 4700 (24 I C C Ren. p 698). 
Submitted July 11, 1912. Decided Oct. 
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15, 1912. (1) An arbitrary of 4 cents 
over the main-line junction to make 
rates to points in Centra] Freight As- 
sociation territory from Gill, W. Va., 
a branch-line point, while the rates 
from Meeks and Morehead, Ky., sub- 
Stantially similar branch-line points, 
took rates only 3 cents higher than 
their respective main-line junctions, 
found to have unjustly discriminated 
against Gill. Reparation to be 
awarded upon proof of damage. (2) 
The making of rates from Gill, Meeks 
and Morehead 3 cents higher than 
from their respective main-line junc- 
tions, and the charging of slightly 
higher rates from Barboursville, upon 
which Gill bases, than from Big Sandy 
Junction or Ashland, upon which 
Meeks and Morehead base, not found 
to unjustly discriminate against Gill; 
Nov 2, p 629. 


Kamm & Co. P. C., vs Pennsylvania Co 


et al. No 5011. Opinion No 2055 (25 
I C C Rep, p 198). Submitted Nov. 7, 
1912. Decided Nov 12, 1912. It ap- 
pears that the Milwaukee Company 
charges complainant one-fourth cent 
per bushel upon his grain for eleva- 
tion at Milwaukee, if it is ordered out 
in 10 days, and that the lines east 
from Milwaukee pay a charge to the 
owner or operator of the elevator in 
the same sum for the transfer service, 
the result being that the Milwaukee 
Company receives for. transferring 
grain through its elevator one-fourth 
cent per bushel from complainant and 
one-fourth cent per bushel from the 
eastern lines. Upon complaint that 
the elevation charges so exacted are 
unreasonable; Held, That the Mil- 
waukee Company receives double pay 
for the service of transfer, which is 
manifestly unjust, and that its tariffs 
should be so modified as to provide 
that when that company collects this 
transfer charge from the eastern lines 
no transfer charge shall be made 
against the grain dealer. Reparation 
awarded; Dec 7, 901. 

Gorn Flakes Co. VS. 
Michigan Central Railroad Co. et_al. 
No 3813. Opinion No 1982 (24 1 C C 
Rep. p 604). Fourth Section Applica- 
tion No 2045. Submitted May 1, 
1912. Decided June 5, 1912. Rate of 
27 cents per 100 pounds for the trans- 
portation of sugar from New Orleans, 
La., to Battle Creek, Mich., not found 
unreasonable, but found to be dis- 
criminatory in so far as it is violative 
of the long-and-short-haul clause of 
the fourth section of the act, as 
amended June 18, 1910. Compliance 
with the fourth section of the act re- 
quired. Reparation denied; July 27, 
p 186. 


Kelly Mill Co, William, vs Atchison, 


Topeka & Sante Fe. (See Hutchin- 
son Mill Co vs same.) 


Keogh, John W., vs Chicago Burlington 


& Quincy Railroad Co. No 4603. 
Opinion No 1983 (24 I C C Rep, p 606). 
Submitted March 30, 1912. ecided 
June 6, 1912. Rates for the transpor- 
tation of excelsior in carloads from 
St. Paul, Minn., to Chicago, Ill., St. 
Louis, Mo., Kansas City, Mo., and 
Omaha, Neb., found to be unreason- 
able to the extent that they exceed 
the rates contemporaneously applied 
to the transportation of flax tow in 
carloads from and to said points, and 
rates for the future prescribed on that 
basis. Reparation awarded; Aug 3, p 
223. 


Koenig, R. P., vs Chicago, Milwaukee 


& St Paul. (See Globe Milling Co vs 
same.) 


LaClede-Christy Clay Products Co vs 


Abilene & Southern et al. (See Evans 
& Howard Fire Brick Co.) 


Laona & Northern Railroad Co vs 


Minneapolis, St Paul & Sault Ste 
Marie Railway Co. No 3518. Opin- 
ion No 1993 (24 I C C Rep, p 689). Sub- 
mitted April 8, 1911. Decided June 5, 
1912. Defendant should reinstate the 
joint tariffs which existed with com- 
plainant carrier prior to May 1, 1910, 
but under the circumstances of this 
case the complainant’s divisions ought 
not to exceed 1% cents per 100 pounds 
on lumber and mill products; Aug 10, 


DP 4 
Larkin Co vs Erie & Western Transpor- 


tation Co et al. No 4322. Opinion No 
1994 (24 I C C Rep, p 645). Submitted 
Dec. 9, 1911. Decided June 8, 1912. 
(1) Defendants failed to deliver at 





destination a pedestal, weighing 26 
pounds, which formed part of a ship- 
ment weighing 215 pounds. Com- 
plainant shipped a pedestal to replace 
that lost by defendants and was 
charged therefor the first-class rate 
of 56 cents per 100 pounds. Defend- 
ants refuse to refund the freight 
charges on the sécond shipment, but 
do offer a pro rata share of the 
charges on the first shipment; Held, 
That the rules, regulations and prac- 
tices of the principal defendant, which 
exacted of complainant 40 cents for 
no fault of its own, simply because 
of the application of the rules and 
practices themselves, are unreason- 
able, unjust, discriminatory and un- 
lawful. Reparation awarded. (2) In 
so far as a bill of lading establishes a 
rule, regulation or practice of trans- 
portation, which to every intent is 
obligatory upon the shipper, the Com- 
mission has jurisdiction over its pro- 
visions; Aug 10, p 258. 


Lathrop, Shea, Henwood Co vs Lehigh 


Valley Railroad Co et al. No 3249. 
Opinion No 1987 (24 1CC Rep, p 622). 
Submitted Oct. 10, 1910. Decided June 
6, 1912. While carriers have no right 
to disregard routing instructions con- 
tained in bills of lading accepted by 
them, reparation should not be 
awarded in a case where the mis- 
routing is not the cause of damage. 
Complaint dismissed; Aug 3, p 224. 


Leach, A., vs Northern Pacific Railway 


Co et al. No 4256. Opinion No 2073 
(25 I C C Rep, p 275). Submitted 
March 15, 1912. Decided Oct. 7, 1912. 
Charges assessed on an _ emigrant 
movable outfit, including 15 head of 
live stock, loaded into a single car, 
found unreasonable in that they ex- 
ceeded the tariff charges for two cars 
of emigrant movables. Reparation 
awarded. Dec. 28, p 1062. 


Lebanon Commercial Club vs Louisville 


& Nashville Railroad Co et al. No 
4678. Opinion No 2074 (25 I C C Rep, 
277). Fourth Section Application 
No 1952. Submitted Oct. 24, 1912. De- 
cided Dec. 2, 1912. (1) Class rates 
from Louisville, Ky., to Lebanon, Ky., 
which are applied as portions of 
through rates on interstate traffic 
found to be unreasonable and rates 
for the future prescribed. (2) That 
portion of Fourth Section Application 
No 1952 of the Louisville & Nashville 
Railroad Co et al, which seeks au- 
thority to continue lower class rates 
to Junction City, Kan., from Louis- 
ville, Ky., on interstate traffic, than 
are concurrently in effect on like 
traffic to Lebanon, Ky., an interme- 
diate point, denied. Dec. 21, p 1015. 


Lesinsky, H., Co., vs Atchison, Topeka 


& Santa Fe Railway Co et al. No 1971. 
Opinion No 1986 (24 I C C Rep, p 
620). Submitted May 8 1909. De- 
cided June 3, 1912. Rate of $1.46 per 
100 pounds on cheese in carloads from 
Plymouth, Wis., to El Paso, Tex., not 
found to have been unreasonable. 
Complaint dismissed: Aug 3, p 225. 


Lewis, W. H., vs Chicago, Burlington & 


Quincy Railroad Co et al. No 4887. 
Opinion No 2034 (281CC Rep, p 97). 
Submitted July 10, 1912. Decided Oct 
8, 1912. Complainant alleges that the 
rates on coal from Lynn and Big 
Four, in the Walsenburg district in 
Southern Colorado, from South Canon, 
Colo., on the Colorado Midland Rail- 
way, and from Oak Creek, Colo., on 
the Denver & Northwestern Pacific 
Railway to Alma, Neb., are unjust, 
unreasonable and unduly discrimina- 
tory, and claims reparation on basis 
of the decision in Nebraska State Ry. 
Com vs C, B & QRRCo, 2ICC 
121; Held, That the reasons upon 
which the Commission in the. latter 
case held that the rates from Walsen- 
burg district to Minden ‘‘K” were un- 
duly discriminatory apply with equal 
force to the situation existing with 
respect to the rates from South Canon 
to Minden “K” and other stations 
named, and that the defendants must 
reeves the discrimination; Nov 23, p 


Loeb, Herman, vs Texas & Pacific Rail- 


way Co. No 4751. Opinion No 1954 
(24 I C C Rep, p 304). Submitted 
April 25, 1912. Decided June 6, 1912. 
Joint through rate of 72 cents per 100 
pounds on cotton-compress machinery 
in carloads from New Orleans, La., to 
Marshall, Tex., found unreasonable to 
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the extent that it exceeds 40 cents 
per 100 pounds. Reparation awarded; 
July 13, p 93. 


Lumbermen’s Exchange of St Louis vs 


Anderson & Saline River Railroad Co 
et al. No 4336. Opinion No 1939 (24 
I C C Rep, p 220). Submitted April 
12, 1912. Decided May 6, 1912, It 
Satisfactorily appears from the testi- 
mony offered by defendants that the 
advanced rates upon hardwood and 
yellow pine from points of production 
in the southwest to St. Louis, Mo., 
are just and reasonable, and should 
not be disturbed; July 6, p 26. 


Manufacturers’ and Merchants’ Associa- 


tion of New Albany, Ind., et al vs 
Aberdeen & Asheboro Railroad Co et 
al. No 4338. Opinion No 1963 (24 I 
C C Rep, p 331). Submitted May 26, 
1911. Decided June 6, 1912. New 
Albany, Ind., is situated on the north 
bank of the Ohio River, opposite to 
Louisville, Ky. The cities are con- 
nected by bridges. The freight charge 
or toll of the bridge companies for the 
use of their tracks from Louisville 
to New Albany averages about 1 cent 
per 100 pounds. The local rate of the 
carriers operating over the structures 
averages about 2 cents per 100 pounds. 
Generally speaking, rates from New 
Albany to the territory south of the 
Ohio and Potomac and east of the 
Mississippi rivers (except the states 
of Kentucky and Tennessee) are the 
same as from Louisville. In the re- 
verse direction Louisville and New 
Albany are carried on the same basis 
from certain points, while from a 
large part of the territory the New 
Albany rates are the bridge toll 
higher than to Louisville. On ship- 
ments from the south to New Albany 
for beyond, the Louisville basis of 
rates is applicable. With the above 
exceptions rates from this southern 
territory are made by adding to the 
rate to Louisville the full local rate 
(as distinguished from the bridge 
toll) thence to New Albany. As @ 
general proposition, rates from the 
south to other north-bank Ohio River 
crossings—Cincinnati, Evansville and 
Cairo—are the same as rates to the 
south bank. Complainants allege that 
the practice of defendants in making 
their rates from the south to New 
Albany on a basis higher than to 
Louisville subjects New Albany to 
undue prejudice and disadvantage. 
Allegations of the petition sustained 
and the carriers ordered to cease and 
desist from such discrimination; July 
13, p 94. 


Manufacturers’ & Merchants’ Associa- 


tion of New Albany, Ind.. et al vs 
Aberdeen & Asheboro Railroad Co et 
al. No 4338. Opinion 2039 (25 I C & 
Rep, p 116). Decided Oct 7, 1912. 
Petitions for modification and exten- 
sion of original order in this case, 
filed by complainants, and for setting 
aside of said order, filed by defend- 
ants, denied as to all contentions of 
both parties, except as to complain- 
ants’ request for reconsideration of 
question of reparation; Nov 30, p 856. 


Marian Coal Co vs Delaware, Lacka- 


wanna & Western Railroad Co. No 
3592. Opinion No 2012 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 14). Decided Oct. 19, 1912. De- 
fendant’s rate per long ton on anthra- 
cite coal in carloads from Taylor, Pa., 
to. Hoboken, N. J., or New York 
Lighterage Station, N. J., f. 0. Bb. ves- 
sel, of $1.13 on rice and smaller sizes 
found excessive and unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeds 98 cents. 
per long ton; Nov 9, p 683. 


Mason Brothers vs Southern Pacific Co 


et al. No 3178. Opinion No 2019 (25 
I C C Rep, p 35). Submitted May 2, 
1911. Decided Oct. 7, 1912. Refrigera- 
tion charges from Lodi, Cal., to east- 
ern points of destination found to 
have been unduly prejudicial to the 
extent they exceeded charges con- 
temporaneously in effect from Acampo 
and Woodbridge, Cal; Nov 16, p 737. 


McCullough, J. Charles, vs Louisville & 


Nashville Railroad Co et al. Fourth 
Section Application No 1952. No 4114. 
Opinion No 2025 (25 I C C Rep, p 48). 
Submitted Feb. 5, 1911. Decided Oct. 
7, 1912. Rates for the transportation 
of sunflower seed in carloads from 
Belle Rive, Dahlgren and Delafield, 
Ii., to Cixcinnati, Ohio, not found to 
be unreasonable. Complaint dis- 
missed; Nov 16, p 744. 





Memphis Freight Bureau et al vs St 


Memphis Grain 





Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co. 

No 4062. Opinion No 1981 (24 1C C 

Rep, p 602). Submitted Jan. 26, 1912. 

Decided June 3, 1912. Complaint at- 

tacks as unreasonable a six months’ 

limit in connection with the milling 
in transit of logs, etc., at Memphis, 

Tenn.; Held, That as the privilege is 

conditioned upon the use to which the 

commodity is put, it should not be 
sanctioned by an award of repara- 

— Complaint dismissed; July 27, p 

Memphis Freight Bureau vs St Louis, 

Iron Mountain & Southern Railway 

Co. No 4066. Opinion No 1970 (24 

rr C C Rep, p_ 547). Submitted 

Nov 15, 1911. Decidea June 3, 1912. 

Complaint dismissed on the ground 

that it is barred by Section 16 of the 

Act; July 20, R 155. 

Hay Association et al 
vs Illinois Central. (See Same vs St 

Louis & San Francisco et al.) 

Memphis Grain & Hay Association et al 

vs St Louis @& San Francisco Railroad 

Co et al. No 3840. Opinion No 1984 

(24 IC C Rep, p 609). No 3841. Same 

vs Illinois Central Railroad Co et al. 

Submitted Jan 20, 1912. Decided June 

4, 1912. (1) The general transit rules 

and regulations of the defendants not 

shown to be arbitrary and unreason- 
able as alleged by the grain dealers of 

Memphis. The disadvantages under 

which Memphis labors found to re- 

sult largely from the loose rules and 
practices in force at other and com- 
peting grain markets. (2) The de- 
fendants required to give Memphis 
the benefit of re-shipping rates such 
as are in effect from St Louis and 
other competing markets reached by 
the defendants. (3) A mixed feed 
containing nontransit commodities in 
excess of 20 per cent of its total 
weight is not properly to be regarded 
as a grain product, but is a new com- 
modity which is entitled to move from 
the transit point wage 4 on the specific 

gg = in effect from that point; Aug 3, 
218. 

ssiiwadikes Chamber of Commerce vs 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul. (See 

Superior Commercial Club.) 

Mixon-McClintock Co vs St Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern Railway Co et 
al. No 4150. Opinion No 2010 (25 I 
Cc C Rep, p 8). Submitted Oct. 11, 
1911. Decided Oct. 7, 1912. The 
charges for the transportation of a 
carload of mules from Springfield, Mo., 
to Marianna, Ark., found to have been 
unjust and unreasonable. Reparation 
awarded; Nov 16, p 741. 

Monarch Mill Co vs Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe. (See Hutchinson Mill 
Co vs Same.) 

Moore, F. E., vs Denver & Rio Grande 
Railroad Co et al. No 4819. Opinion 
No 2008 (25 I C C Rep, p 1). Sub- 
mitted Sept. 5, 1912. Decided Oct. 8, 
1912. Rates of $2.23 and $2.24% for 
the transportation of furniture in car- 
loads from Burlington, Ia., to Hotch- 
kiss, Colo., not found to have been 
unreasonable. or unduly discrimina- 
tory. Complaint dismissed; Nov 2, 
p 630. 

Morristown, Tenn., Board of Trade, et 
al vs Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co 
et al. Fourth Section Application No 
1548. No 3908. Opinion No 1966 (24 
I CC Rep, p 372). Submitted Nov 3, 
1911. Decided June 4, 1912. (1) From 
the facts of record: Held, That Mor- 
ristown, Tenn., and other points in- 
termediate Bristol, Tenn.-Va., and 
Knoxville, Tenn., on the direct line of 
the Southern Railway, are entitled to 
rates from New York City and re- 
lated points not higher than the rates 
contemporaneously in effect from 
thes points to Knoxville; and Held 
further, That the commodity rate on 
glassware, n. o. s., from Pittsburgh, 
Pa., and Wheeling, W. Va., to Mor- 
ristown, should not exceed the com- 
bination on Bristol, Tenn. (2) The 
evidence before the Commission does 
not show the other rates assailed by 
the complainants to be unreasonable 
or otherwise in violation of the Act to 
regulate commerce; July 20, p 133. 

Multnomah Lumber & Box Co et al vs 
Southern Pacific Co et al. No 4284. 
Opinion No 2041 (25 I C C Rep, p 123). 
Submitted Oct. 19, 1912. Decided Nov. 
11, 1912. Rates on box lumber and 
box shooks from Portland and As- 





National Lumber Exporters’ Associa- 


National Refining Co vs Missouri Pa- 


National Wool Growers’ Association vs 


New Albany, Manufacturers and Mer- 


New Pittsburgh Coal Co vs Hocking 


New York Chamber of Commerce of 


Nicoll & Co., B., vs Delaware, Lacka- 


North Fork Cannel Coal Co vs Ann 


toria, Ore., to California and other 
interstate destinations, found to be 
unjust and unduly discriminatory as 
compared with rates on same com- 
modity to same destinations from 
Glendale and Cottage Grove, Ore. 
Joint rates prescribed from Astoria to 
the same _ destinations. Reparation 
awarded; Dec 14, p 944. 


tion et al vs Kansas City Southern 
Railway Co et al. Nos 3086 and 3818. 
Opinion No 2030 (25 I C C Rep, p 78). 
Submitted March 22, 1911. Decided 
Oct. 7, 1912. (1) Rates on lumber 
from points in Louisiana to New Or- 
leans for export not found to be un- 
reasonable or unduly discriminatory. 
(2) Rate of 20 cents per 100 pounds 
charged for ‘the transportation of 
staves from Rust and Hatfield, Ark., 
to New Orleans for export found un- 
reasonable to the extent it exceeded 
18 cents, the rate contemporaneously 
in effect on lumber. Reparation 
awarded; Nov 23, p 804. 


cific Co. No 4081. Opinion No 1958 
(24 I C C Rep, p 315). Submitted 
Sept 22, 1911. Decided June 3, 1912. 
(1) Present rate of 33.1 cents per 100 
pounds for the transportation of pe- 
troleum and its products in carloads 
from Coffeyville, Kan., to Hastings, 
Neb., not found to be unreasonable. 
(2) Rate of 18.4 cents per 100 pounds 
for the transportation of petroleum 
and its products in carloads from Cof- 
feyville, Kan., to Sedalia, Mo., found 
to have been unreasonable to the ex- 
tent that it exceeded 17 cents. Repa- 
ration awarded; July 20, p 143. 


Oregon Short Line et al. (See In the 
Matter of Rates and Practices on 
Wool, etc.) 


chants’ Association of, vs Aberdeen & 
Asheville. (See Manufacturers’ & 
Merchants’ Ass’n., etc.) 


Valley Railway Co. No 4275. Same 
vs Same. No 4274. Opinion No 1941 
(241 CC Rep, p 244). Submitted May 
15, 1912. Decided June 6, 1912. (1) 
Rate of 75 cents per net ton for the 
transportation of lake-cargo coal in 
carloads from the Hocking district of 
Ohio to the docks at Toledo, O., when 
for transhipment by vessel to points 
without the state of Ohio, not found 
to be unreasonable. (2) From the 
facts of record, the Commission is 
without jurisdiction over the trans- 
portation of vessel-fuel coal from 
points within the state of Ohio to a 
port of that state, the rail carriage 
not going outside of the state and the 
ultimate delivery of the coal being 
made to the vessel at the dock; July 
6, p 31 


the State et al vs New York Central 
& Hudson River Railroad Co et al. 
No 3993. Opinion No 2001 (241 C C 
Rep, p 674). Submitted April 10, 1912. 
Decided Oct. 14, 1912. Prior decision 
herein, in regard to import rates from 
Boston and New York and rates over 
certain differential lines, explained 
and modified: Oct 26, p 590. 


wanna & Western. (See Wharton 
Steel Co.) 


Arbor Railroad Co et al. No 4734. 
Opinion No 2064 (25 I C C Rep, p 241). 
Submitted July 27, 1912. Decided 
Nov. 12, 1912. (1) No unjust dis- 
crimination against Redwine, Ky., 
found to resuit from the application 
of lower rates on bituminous than on 
cannel coal from the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Kanawha district in Kentucky 
to Central Freight Association points. 
(2) The fact that rates on cannel 
coal from Redwine, Ky., to Central 
Freight Association points were made 
the same as the rates from Cannel 
City, Ky., a station on the line of 
none of the defendants, there being 
no showing that the Cannel City rates 
are..reasonable, explains the exist- 
ence, but does not necessarily justify 
the continuance of the present Red- 
wine rates. (3) Rates on cannel 
coal from Redwine, Ky., to certain 
points in Central Freight Association 
territory found to have been and to 
be unreasonable and unjustly dis- 
criminatory to the extent that they 
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exceeded and exceed by more than 40 
cents per ton the rates on cannel coal 
from the Kanawha district. (4) 
Reparation to be awarded on proof 


+ Bi tama ay to complainant; Dec 14, p 


Oklahoma Corporation Commission vs 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co et al. No 4547. Opinion 
No 2040 (25 I C C Rep, p 120). Sub- 
mitted Aug. 15, 1912. Decided Oct. 8, 
1912. Upon the facts of record in 
this case, the complainant's prayer 
for the restoration of the sleeping-car 
service formerly maintained by de- 
fendants between Guthrie, Okla., and 
Canadian, Tex., should be denied. 
Complaint dismissed; Nov 30, p 857. 


O’Neill-Kauffman-Pettit Grain Co vs 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe. (See 
Hutchinson Mill Co vs Same.) 


Oregon, Railroad Commission of, vs 


Oregon Railroad & Navigation Co et 
al. (See In the Matter of Rates and 
Practices on Wool, etc.). 


Oregon Railroad Commission vs South- 


ern Pacific Co et al. No 3342. 
Opinion No 1946 (24 1 C C Rep, p 273). 
Submitted May 17, 1911. Decided 
June 8, 1912. Through rates on less- 
than-carload shipments to points 
south of Portland, Ore., in the Willa- 
mette Valley from Missouri River 
and territory east thereof had for a 
number of years been constructed by 
adding to rates from said eastern 
territory to Portland an arbitrary of 
10 cents per 100 pounds from Port- 
land to destination. On March 22, 
1910, a new basis was adopted, the 
through rates being made by combi- 
nation of the transcontinental rates 
to Portland and the local rates from 
Portland to destination; Held, That 
the rates so made up of a combina- 
tion of the transcontinental rates 
and the local rates are unjust and 
unreasonable. Reasonable rates pre- 
scribed for the future; July 6, p 38. 


Pacific Stationery & Printing Co vs 


Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navi- 
gation Co et al. No 3902. Opinion 
No 1952 (24 I C C Rep, p 299). Sub- 
mitted Sept 5, 1911. Decided June 3, 
1912. Rates on printographs, writer- 
presses, planotypes and addressing 
machines from La Crosse, Wis., and 
Chicago, Ill., to Portland, Ore., found 
unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceed $4.50 per 100 pounds. Repara- 
tion awarded: July 13, p 81. 


Paine Lumber Co vs Cleveland, Cincin- 


nati, Chicago & St Louis Railway Co 
et al. No 4529. Opinion No 1989 (24 
I C C Rep, p 626). Submitted March 
1, 1912. Decided June 3, 1912. A car- 
load shipment of doors was offered 
for transportation from Cleveland, O., 
to Oshkosh, Wis., with routing in- 
structions under which the shipment 
could be forwarded over either of two 
different routes, both routes involving 
the same carriers and both carrying 
equal joint through rates. The sums 
of the intermediate rates, however, 
were not equal, the aggregate of the 
intermediate rates over the route of 
movement being greater than the 
joint through rate, while via the other 
route the aggregate of the inter- 
mediate rates was less than the joint 
through rate, which was therefore 
prima facie unreasonable. Subse- 
quently the latter joint rate was re- 
duced to the sum of the intermediate 
rates. Upon complaint alleging mis- 
routing on the ground that had ship- 
ment been forwarded via the latter 
route a basis for reparation would 
have existed, Held: (1) That the in- 
itial carrier, having forwarded the 
shipment over an availabie and rea- 
sonable route which complied with 
the routing instructions and via 
which the lowest lawful rate was ap- 


Plicable, cannot be charged with mis- © 


routing. (2) That no ng ae of 
unreasonableness attaches to a joint 
through rate applicable over a par- 
ticular route because of the fact that 
the intermediate rates via another 
route would make a lower charge; 
Aug 10. p 260. 


Parker, E. W., vs Southern Pacific Co 


et al. No 4219. Opinion No 2004 (24 
IC C Rep, p 681). Submitted July 1, 
1912. Decided Oct. 7, 1912. The 
time limit on the going portion of 
excursion tickets to San Francisco 
had expired before passengers arrived 
at Portland, en route to San Fran- 
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as here amplified or modified. Dec. 
28, p 1075. 

Talge Mahogany Co vs Southern Rail- 
way Co et al, No 4025. Opinion No 
2023 (25 I C C Rep, p 44). Submitted 
July 29, 1911. Decided Oct 7, 1912. 
The proper rates for the transporta- 
tion of carload shipments of imported 
cedar and mahogany logs from Mo- 
bile, Ala., to Knoxville, Tenn., and 
from Knoxville to Indianapolis, Ind., 
were assessed. Complaint dismissed; 
Nov 16, p 750. 

Thompson, M. W., vs Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe Railway Co et al. No 
4264. Opinion No 2050 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 174). Submitted Sept 15, 1912. De- 
cided Oct. 7, 1912. Charges assessed 
for the transportation of apples in 
carloads from Espanola, N. M., to 
various points in Arizona and Cali- 
fornia were; in the absence of joint 
through rates, based on the sums of 
the intermediate rates, which were 
subject to varying minima; Held, 
That the charges were, in each in- 
stance,. unjust and unreasonable to 
the extent they exceeded the charges 
that would have accrued under a joint 
through rate of 80 cents, subject to a 
carload minimum of 30,000 pounds, 
which rate is prescribed for the fu- 
a Reparation awarded; Dec 7, p 

Transit Case. No 3002. Opinion No 
2042 (25 I C C Rep, p 130). Decided 
Nov. 12, 1912. Questions relating to 
the Commission’s prior report and or- 
der herein in reference to the polic- 
ing and regulation of grain and grain 
products, wherever carriers in their 
tariffs provide transit privileges 
thereon, considered, and definite con- 
clusions announced. Dec. 21, p 1003. 

Union Tanning Co et al vs Southern 
Railway Co et al. No 4389. Opinion 
No 2038 (25 I C C Rep, p 112). Sub- 
mitted Feb 17, 1912. Decided Oct. 15, 
1912. Rates on coal from Appalachia 
and Dante fields of southwestern Vir- 
ginia to Old Fort and Morganton, in 
North Carolina, found to be unduly 
discriminatory as compared with the 
rate from the same fields to Canton, 
N. C., and defendants required to re- 
move such discrimination. Repara- 
tion denied; Nov 23, p 808. 

United States vs Southern Pacific Co. 
Nos 3234 and 3752. Opinion No 2068 
(25 I C C Rep, p 255). Submitted 
July 17, 1911. Decided Nov. 11, 1912. 
(1) Rates charged by defendant for 
the movement of horses and mules 
in carloads from Huachuca, Ariz., to 
Los Angeles and Atascadero, Cal., 
found to have been unreasonable to 
the extent that they exceeded $125 
and $160 per car, respectively. Rep- 
aration awarded. (2) The charges 
for the movement of horses and 
mules in carloads from Huachuca, 
Ariz., to San Francisco, Cal., under 
a special contract entered into on 
behalf of the government and the 
earrier, not found to have been un- 
reasonable. Dec. 21, p 1010. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co vs 
Southern Railway Co et al. No 3995. 
Opinion No 1980 (24 I C C Rep, p 
600). Submitted Jan. 5, 1912. De- 
cided June 3, 1912. Charges for the 
transportation of acid phosphate from 
Charleston, S. C., to Durham, N. C., 
were correctly assessed. Complaint 
dismissed; July 27, p 185. 

Virginia Manufacturing Co vs Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad Co et al. No 
4456. Opinion No 2028 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 68). Submitted April 13, 1912. De- 
cided Oct. 8, 1912. Rates on small 
berry and fruit baskets from Suffolk, 
Va., to points in New England, New 
York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania 
not found to have been unreasonable; 
Nov 16, p 752. 

Western Traffic Association et al vs 
Boston & Maine Railroad et al. No 
4175. Opinion No 1977 (24 I C C Rep, 
p 592). Submitted Feb. 9, 1912. De- 
cided June 3, 1912. The application 
of one and one-half times the first- 
class rating on bottle-washing ma- 
chines shipped from Lynn, Mass., to 
San Francisco, Cal., found unreason- 
—_, Reparation awarded: July 27, 


Wheetun Steel Co vs Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western Railroad Co et al. 
No 4834. Opinion No 2078 (5 1C Cc 
Rep, p 303). No 4390. B. Nicoll & 
Co vs Delaware, Lackawanna & West- 












































ern Railroad Co et al. Submitted 
May 15, 1912. Decided Nov. 12, 1912. 
The complainants assail the rates on 
iron ore in carloads from certain 
points in northern New Jersey and 
southeastern New York to the con- 
suming furnaces in the Lehigh and 
Schuylkill Valley districts of eastern 
Pennsylvania; also the rate from 
Keene’s, N. Y., to Wharton, Pa.; 
Held, (1) That from a consideration 
of the record and from the tests and 
comparisons made by the aid of aver- 
ages obtainable from the annual re- 
ports of the defendants, the Com- 
mission is unable to find that the 
rates, aS a whole, are unreasonable 
in and of themselves. (2) That some 
of the rates are relatively unreason- 
able and certain readjustments should 
be made and inequalities and incon- 
sistencies in schedules removed. (3) 
That the rate from Keene’s to Whar- 
ton was not unreasonable as applied 
to complainants’ shipments, and fol- 
lowing Southern Pacific Co vs I C C, 
219 U. S., 433, the Commission is 
unable to hold that the defendant 
damaged the complainant by reason 
of defendant’s action in canceling the 
rate of $1.35 and restoring the rate 
of $1.50, now in force. Dec. 28, p 
1063. 

Wilson Brothers vs Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western Railroad Co. No 
4401. Opinion No 2011 (25 I C C Rep, 
p 11). Submitted Feb. 13, 1912. De- 
cided Oct. 7, 1912. Complainant leased 
from defendant a warehouse with 
platform extending to a terminal de- 
livery track that serves complain- 
ant and other shippers and receivers. 
Defendant’s tariff provided that track- 
storage charges should apply “upon 
carload freight for delivery from cars 
direct to drays.”’ Complainant’s 
freight is delivered upon a platform 
of the leased warehouse and not to 
drays; Held, That the assesment of 
track-storage charges against com- 
plainant under the circumstances was 
not in accordance with the published 
tariff, and was therefore illegal. 
Reparation awarded; Nov 9, p 685. 

Wright & Co., J. W., vs Vandalia Rail- 
road Co. No 4533. Opinion No 2060 
(25 I C C Rep, p 214). Submitted 
June 27, 1912. Decided Nov. 11, 1912. 
Charges collected for the transporta- 
tion of a less-than-carload shipment 
of machinery from Greenville, Ill., to 
St. Louis, Mo., found to have been 


unreasonable. Reparation awarded; 
Dec 7, p 912. 
Delays at Export Points, Car (Editorial); 
p 556 


Delay Report, Train: 
commission; p 233. 

Delay of Shipment: Measure of damages 
excludes express charges on duplicate 
(Legal); p 268. 

Delivering Carrier: Rate not applying 
via route of (Legal); p 324. 

Delivery, Damage Resulting After: Car- 
rier not liable (Legal); p 410. 

Delivery on Industrial Tracks: Carrier 
entitled to extra compensation (Legal); 


Not to be sent to 


p 513. 
Delivery at Non-Reporting Stations (Le- 
gal); p 992. 
Delivery, Notice of: 
p 59. 

Delivery, Wrong:. Carrier not liable if 
misdirected (Legal); pp 545, 576, 577. 
Delivery, Wrong: Effect of . contract 

limiting liability (Legal); p 234. 


DEMURRAGE: 


Arguments on; p 782. 

Average Agreement: 
(Legal); p 717. 

Average Agreement Attacked: By Geo. 
Reeves; p 707. 

Bunching rule not applicable on ship- 
ments moving by different routes 
(Legal); p 3650. 

California Advances Suspended; p 60. 

oO How high rate works: Pp 

California matter argued; rp 607. 

California Rate Sustained (I C C De- 
cis); p 1066. 

Omeee Roads Want Higher Rates; p 


Rule as to (Legal); 


Application of 


Charge proper, due notice Saving been 
given (I C C Decis); p 

Charges 5 RAB K pa ment. ‘of freight 
pet unreasonable ( C Decis); p 


Charges distinguished (I C C Decis); 
p 753. 


Deputy 


Digest: 
Dining Car Seat Checks; p 716. 
Distribution, Cost of (Washington Let- 


Division: 


Drayage Charge: 


Duplicate Shipments: 


Duplicate Shipments: 


reg 4 Emerson would change rules; 

5S 

ny te to collect is no waiver of claim 
(Lenale, r $5 

Galveston case argued; 4 607. 

Galveston complains of charges on cot- 
ton; p 196. 

High Charge Approved—By S. H. 
Smith; 873. 

Lumber, Export: Dispute at New Or- 
leans; p 479 

New Orleans Dispute; p 479. 

None when cars held at transit points 
(Legal); p 167. 

Ports, Vessel Delay at (Conf. Ruling); 

p 49. 

Private cars on private tracks for un- 
loading subject to (Legal); p 383. 

Reciprocal in Washington; p 317. 

Reeves, George, Attacks Average 
Agreement; p 

Rules: Interpretation of; p 188. 

Rules prescribed for Galveston acc 
Decis); p 951. 

Switching, Reconsignment and Diver- 
sion Charges (Conf. Ruling); p 49. 

Uniform: Report on Rules; p 188 


Demurrage and Car Shortage, Traffic 


Club of Indianapolis; p 469. 


Demurrage Rule: Interpretation of; p 389. 
Denver & Rio Grande to Standardize 


Gauge; pp 479, 829. 


Denver Loses on Galveston Rates; I C C 


decision; p 126. 

Commissioners: Chairman 
Prouty’s suggestion (Washington Let- 
ter); p 556. 


Detroit Outer Belt; p 381. 
Detroit Terminal: 


Proposed extension 
of; p 348. 
Lust & Merriam’s; p 718. 


ter); p 897. 


Distribution, Costs of (Editorial); p 587. 
Distribution Costs: 


Report of New York 
Committee on; p 385, 


Distribution Expensive, Local; p 995. 
Distribution in New York: Plan for 


overhead freight route; p 473. 


Diversion Charges, etc. (Conference Rul- 


-ing); p 49. 

Rate not nullified by failure 

of carriers to agree upon (Legal); p 

991. 

Carrier must equalize; 
I C C decision; p 261. 

Drinking Cups Barred; p 714. 

Commission with- 

out authority to prescribe free rates 

on; p 382. 


Rate on (Legal); 
Diplicating Machines: Rates on; IC C 
decision; p 81. 
Dynamite Rate Too High; p 719. 
Dynamite Rates: Unreasonable in ex- 
cooding first-class; I C C' decision; p 


Early Methods of Transportation, Penn- 
sylvania exhibit (Illustrated); p 617. 
Earnings Must Be Considered in fixing 

rates (Washington Letter); p 589. 


EDITORIAL: 


Abou Been At ’Em; p 309. 

About Us and Our Work; p 67. 

Accidents Are Expensive; p 308. 

Barrel, One Old Wooden; p 523. 

Car Delays at Export Points; p 556. 

Car Efficiency, Some Views of; p 939. 

Car, Freight, as a Solicitor; p 675. 

Car, Justifying by Its Wheels; p 1. 

Car Shortage: Alleged Over-Zeal of 
Commission. Inspectors; p 523. 

Car Shortage: An Infallible Remedy 
for; p 795. 

Car Shortage and Agriculture; p 451. 

6 Sorinen Means of Preventing; Pp 

Car Situation, The; p 363. 

Cars: Capacity should be designated 
by interior dimensions; p 555. 

Cars, Finding 900,000 Freight; p 335. 

Cars, Holding for Loading; p 395. 

Cars: Keep Them Moving; p 279. 

Cars, Tracing; p 487. 

Claims, Interest on Overcharge; p 624. 

Classification, Difficulty of Securing 
Disinterested; p 587. 

en: Disagreement as to; p 


Clark, Commissioner; p 852, 895, 1000. 

Commission’s Study of Express Com- 
panies; p 179. 

Commission, Work Ahead of; p 395. 
oe Is It Imminent? p 


Delays at Export Points, Car; p 556. 
Distribution, Costs of; p 587. 
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Export Points, Car Delays at; p 556. 

Express Decision, The; p 119. 

Express Rates: Mathematical method 
of fixing; p 215. 

Facilities Wanted, More; 1000. 

Fiberboard Packages; p 453, 

— Educational Influence of; p 


‘. 

Horn of Gabriel: Or, A Timely Resur- 
rection; p 279. 

Industrial Traffic Manager, The; p 896. 

Iowa: What is the matter with? p 215. 

Jumping on the Express Companies; 
p 179. 

Justifying a Car By Its Wheels; p 1. 

Motive Power: Is It Scarce? p 307. 

New England Roads’ Service; p 119. 

Norfolk Waking Up; p 179. 

Oregon Referendum, The; p 623. 

Overcharge Claims, Interest on; p 624, 
895. 

Packing, Poor: Who pays for? p 251. 

Percentage Basis of Rates; p 487. 

Politics in the Commission; p 1000. 

oe by Popular Vote: Oregon plan; 
p 727. 

Traffic Barometer, The; p 423. 

bags Manager, The First Industrial; 
p 999. 

Traffic World: Improved Service; p 795. 

Traffic World—Pass It Around; p 451. 

Transit—Privilege or Handicap? p 728. 

Trucks, Three-Wheeled Auto; p 307. 

Weighing: Investigation in South as to 
Lumber; p 363. 

Wheels, Justifying a Car by; p 1. 

Where Extremes Meet; p 1055. 

Eggers, C. W., Address, Industrial Traf- 
fic Managership; p 932. 

Electric Line Fares: Adjusts between 
Washington and Virginia points; I C C 
decision; p 33. 

Electric Lines: Interchange relations 
between M. K. & T. and Illinois Trac- 
tion Svstem; p 371. 

Electric Lines: Supreme Court refuses 
to establish through routes with steam 
lines; p 785. 

Electric Lines to Handle Freight and Ex- 
press; p 716. 

Electric Railways: Map of;p 242. 

Electrotype Plate Rates Unreasonable; 
I C C decision; p 137. 

Elevation Allowances Fixed; I C C deci- 
sion; p 78. ‘ 

Elevation Allowance: Limited by tariff; 
I C C decision; p 908. 

Elevation Charges: No discrimination; 
I C C decision; p 1071. 

Elevator, Automatic Discharge (Illus- 
trated); p 579. 

Embargo, Coal, at Toledo Lifted; p 711. 

Embargo, Coal: B. & O. lifted; p 714. 

Embargoes: Shippers must keep in- 
formed of (Legal); p 167. 

Emigrant Movables; Overcharged; I C C 
decision; p 1062. 

Employers, Wanted—Efficient: By P. R. 
Howard; p 706. 


Employes: Conference on _ trainmen’s 
wages; p 407. 
Employes: J. C. Stuart, vice-president 


Erie, discusses wage increases; p 345. 

Employe, Joint. Free Transportation to 
(Conference Ruling); p 49. 

Employes. Railway, Wages of (Washing- 
ton Letter); p 253. 

Equipment: Commission should have 
power to compel provision; by Stephen 
A. Foster; p 767. 

Equipment: Heavy buying of; p 348. 

Equipment, Pennsylvania Orders New; 
p 662. 

Erb, oe Foresees Car Shortage; 
p 480. 

Evans, W. J., with portrait; p 453. 

Excelsior Rates: Advances by Bangor & 
Aroostook suspended ; p 730. 

Excelsior Rates:* Advances from St. Paul 
Suspended; p 659. 

Excelsior Rates: Advances on from St 
Paul to Chicago and other points sus- 
pended; p 565. 

Excelsior Rates: Should not exceed flax 
rates; I C C decision; p 223. 

Explosion Due to Faulty Gauge; p 50. 

Explosives: Order on; p 50. 

Explosives: Rule amended; p 609. 

Export, Packing Machinery for: p 273. 

—, Car Delays at (Editoria)); 
p 556. 

Export Trade and Shipping: W. B. 
Campbell discusses; p 475. 

Export Traffic: Rules as to bills of lad- 
ing should be published; p 615. 

Express Business: No graft in; np 244. 

Express Charges: Bakers want relief; 

849. 

saerens Companies, Commission’s Study 
of (Editorial); p 179. 

Express Companies Reply to Commis- 

sion; p 540. 

























































Express, Chairman Prouty on; p 180. 
Express Decision: Effect of; p 194. 
Express Decision, the (Editorial); p 119. 
Express Hearing at Washington; p 563. 
Express Hearing: Preparations for; p 


Express, Jumping on the (Editorial); p 
179. 

Express Order: Correction; p 435. 

Express Order: Extension of; p 927. 

Express: Order to furnish information; 
p 1026. 

Express Rates and Practices: 
at Washington; p 527. 

Express Rates; I C C decision; p 122. 

Express Rates: Mathematical method of 
fixing (Editorial); p 215. 

Express Service Effect of new system 
of labels; p 476. 


Hearing 


F 


ie Wanted, More (Editorial); p 

1000. 

Failure to Accept Shipment: 
(Legal); p 783. 

Fares, Electric Line: Adjusts between 
Washington and Virginia points; I C C 
decision; p 33. 

Fiberboard Packages (Editorial); p 423. 

Fiber Boxes: Complaint as to Illinois re- 
quirement; p 415. 

Fiber Packages: H. B. Maxwell advo- 
cates good; p 891. 

Fifth Section, The Amended (Washing- 
ton letter); p 397. 

Finley, W. W., Southern Railway: Mu- 
tual dependence of carrier and ship- 
per; pp 643, 883. 

Firebrick Rates: Arguments on; p 942. 

Firebrick Rates: St. Louis manufactur- 
ers complain; p 611. 

Flax Rates: Advances on, from St. Paul 
to Chicago suspended; p 867. 

Flaxseed Rates: Advances from Minne- 
apolis to Chicago suspended; p 546. 

Flaxseed Rates: Hearing at Minne- 
apolis; p 400. 

Flour City Line Common Carrier; I C C 
decision; p 4. 

Flour City Steamship Co. to File Tariffs; 
Pp 103. 

Foreign Canned Goods Trade; p 580. 

Fort, Gerrit, with portrait; p 217. 

Forty Years: By Ralph Arnold; p 552. 

Forwarders, Carriers Acting as (confer- 
ence rulings); p 50. 

Forwarding Agents: Jail sentences im- 
posed; p 663. 

Foster, Stephen A.: Address before Na- 
tional Industrial Traffic League; p 767. 

Fourth Section; I C C decision; p 1006. 

Fourth Section Application as to Sioux 
City, Hearing; p 166. 

Fourth Section Cases Before Supreme 
Court; p 614. 

Fourth Section: 
tioned; p 611. 

Fourth Section: 
decision; p 185. 

Fourth Section: 
Sugar; p 186. 

Fourth Section Order, General; p 1108. 

Freeman, T. J.: Weighing cars of lum- 
ber; p 579. 

_— Transportation, Indictments for; p 


Notice of 


Constitutionality ques- 
Held violated; I C C' 


Order as to rates on 


‘. 

Frederick, Md., Wants B. & O. Connec- 
tion; p 719. 

Freight, Handling at Local Stations: By 
R. O.° Wells, Illinois Central; p 237. 
Freight Handling: Modern methods of 

(Illustrated); p 272. 

— Handling, Tonnage Basis of; p 

Freight Station Closing in Chicago; p 244. 

Freight Station Holidays; p 264. 

Freight Traffic Officers, National Asso- 
ciation of: Annual meeting; pp 782, 831. 

French, R. S., with portrait; p 397. 

Fruit Crop. West has large; p 336. 

Fruit: Jobbers endeavor to prevent 
shortage of cars for shipping; p 403. 

Fruit Rate: New Florida local; p 581. 

Fruit Rates: Injunction by Commerce 
Court; p 868. 

Fruit Rates: From Louisiana and Texas 
= prescribed; I C C decision; p 

Fruits, Loading Cars of Citrus (Illus- 
trated); p 61. 

Furniture: Advance in rates from Bur- 
lington, Ia., to St. Paul and other 
points suspended; p 615. 

Furniture: Advances in rates Napanee, 
Ind., to Chicago not unreasonable; I C 
C decision; p 1073. 

Furniture Rates: Advances from North 
Carolina suspended; p 919. 

Furniture Rates: Burlington, Ia., to Col- 
orado, found reasonable; I C C decis- 

ion; p 630. 
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Furniture Rates: Advances from South- 
east to Pacific Coast suspended; p 440. 

Furniture Rates: Complaint against D. 
& R. G. dismissed; p 651. 

Furniture Rates: Grand Rapids protests; 


pp 349, 377. 
Furniture Rates: Hearing at Chicago; 
p 438. 


Furniture Rates from Southwest Sus- 
tained; I C C decision; p 1024. 
Furniture Rates: Suspension of advances; 


p 363. 
Furniture: Southern rates argued; p 604. 


G 


Galveston: Demurrage rules prescribed 
for; I C C decision; p 951. 

Galveston Profits by Cut Rate on Wheat; 

196. 

Galveston Rates: Denver loses on; I 
CC decision; p 126. : 

Garrett, W. A., appointed vice-president 
Chicago Great Western; p 444. 

Gatchell, W. H.: Containers must im- 
prove; p 456. : 

Gould, George J.: Hopes for rate raise; p 
505, 

Grand Trunk and Morse Ships; p 205. 

Grain and Flour Rates Between Chica- 
go and Minneapolis, Hearing; pp 99, 162. 

Grain, Export: Reduction in rates via 
Gulf ports suspended; p 919. 

Grain: Extension of transit privilege 
not subject to reparation claim; I C C 
decision; p 37. 

Grain: Mixture of hay, etc., with tariff 
suspended; p 518. 

Grain Products: Advances on, from 22 
points in Southern [llinois to Texas 
suspended; p 1101. 

Grain Rates: Advances on from Kansas 
City to Southern Illinois suspended; p 
983. 

Grain Rates: Advances from Iowa points 
to Chicago suspended; p 480. 

Grain Rates: Baltimore opposes reduc- 
tion to Gulf ports; p 206. 

Grain Rates: Chicago Board of Trade 
case argued; p 830. 

Grain Rates: Chicago Board of Trade 
complains; p 458. 

Grain Rates: Elimination of break-bulk 
tariffs to trunk line territory sus- 
pended; p 614. 

Grain Rates: Export through Gulf ports, 
hearing at Chicago; p 915. 

Grain Rates: Export via Gulf ports: Sus- 
pension order vacated; p 1028. 

Grain Rates from Northwest Prescribed; 
I C C decision: p 1075. 

Grain Transit: New regulations; I:C C 
decision; p 801. 

Grain Transit Privilege Assists Small 
Mills: I C C decision; p 141. 

Great Northern, New Line of; p 718. 

Green, Lincoln, with portrait; p 941. 

Croseclose, W. B., with portrait; p 588. 

Gulf Port, A New; p 390. 

Guthrie, Charles B.. Issues new form 
of tariff index; p 531. 


H 


Harding, H. McL.: Equipment of Port 
Terminals; p 548. 

Harvest, Abundant: 
M. Reynolds: p 338. 

Hauling Expense, Relative. of Horses, 
Gasoline and Electric; p 1112. 

Hay Rates: Advances from Eastern 
Colorado to Louisiana points sus- 
pended; p 405. 

Health Ideas, Carriers and: Congress 
of Hygiene and Demography: p 502. 
Hearings, Educational Influence of (Edi- 

torial); p 67 

Heater Car Rates: Advances by New 
England roads suspended; p 526. 

Heater Tariffs Reasonable; I C C deci- 
sion; p 861. 

Hill, James J.: Terminal facilities must 
be increased; p 1039. 

Hopkins, W. M.: Urges co-operation be- 
tween shippers and railways in address 
before National Industrial Traffic 
League; p 379. 

Hop Rates: From Washington to East 
found not unreasonable; I C C deci- 
sion; p 682. 

Hon Rates: Pacific Coast points to New 
York suspended; p 60. k 

Hops: Advances allowed; p 713. 

Horse and Mule Rates: Unreasonable ex- 
cept under special contract; I C C 
decision; p 1010. 

Horses and Mules: Advances from Chi- 
cago and St. Louis to western points 
suspended; n 792. 

Howard, P. R.: Wanted—Efficient Em- 
ployers; p 706. 


Review by George 


w 
bo 









Ice Switching in Chicago; p 267. 

Ice: Switching taritts required to be 
withdrawn; I C C decision; p 597. 

Illinois Classification: Hearing on amend- 
ments to; p 406. 

Illinois Commission, Work of; p 1112. 

Illinois: Danville complains of Southern 
Railway; p 190. 

Illinois —Two-Cent Fare Law Unconstitu- 
tional; p 516. 

Import Rates: Explained and previous de- 
— modified; I C C decision; p 590, 
596. 

Income Statement: Commission pre- 
seribes uniform; p 43. 

— of Cases: From August, 1906; p 

Index, Tariff: C. B. Guthrie issues new 
form of; p 531. 

Indiana: New Albany gets rate relief; 
I C C decision; p 94. 

Indictments account of free transporta- 
tion; p 867. 

Indictment for Over-Collection; p 558. 

Industrial Tracks: Carrier entitled to ex- 
tra compensation for delivery on (Le- 
gal); p 513. 

Industrial Traffic Head, An; p 328. 

Industrial Traffic League Meeting; p 187. 

Industrial Traffie League, National: Meet- 
ing; p 764. 

Industrial Traffic League, National: Call 
for meeting; p 701, 

Industrial Traffic Manager, The (edito- 
rial); p 896. 

Industrial Traffic Managership: Address 
by C. W. Eggers; p 932. 

Inflammable Articles: Order on; p 102. 

Information, Disclosing as to Shipments 
(Legal); p 929. 

Inspection of Trains, Sanitary; p 585. 

ee ga Commerce Club: Lectures; p 


Iron Cases: Interveners in Sloss-Shef- 
field; p 426. 

Iron, Pig: Advances in rates from Vir- 
ginia suspended; p 3386. 

Iron, Pig: Advances on, from Buena 
Mee Va. to Philadelphia, suspended; 

1101, 

Iron, kig: From southern points, Hear- 
ing; 778. 

Iron, Pig: New Haven roads want to be 
heard; p 827. 

Iron, Pig: Southern iron companies pro- 
test rates; p 703. 

Iron Rates and Markets at Issue; p 452. 

Iron Rates, Pig, from Upper Michigan: 
Hearing; p 667. 

Iron Rates: Sloss-Sheffield complaint; p 
452. 

Iron’ Rates, Structural: Hearing at Chi- 
cago; vo 505. 

Iowa: What is the matter with? (edito- 
rial): p 215. 

Iowa: Why blacklisted? p 226. 

lowa Commission Meeting; n 440. 

Iowa: Percentage basis of rates applied 
to (editorial); p 487. 

Iowa Cases: Brief of carriers on percent- 
age basis; p 503. 

Iowa Rate Cases, Arguments on; p 824. 


J 


Johnson, L. E. President Norfolk & 
Western: Railroad service and revenue; 
p 567. 


Joint Tariffs: Carrier should resume; I 


C C decision; p 254, 255. 
Joliet Unian Station, New; p 716. 
Jurisdiction: None over Mexican car- 
riers; I C C decision; p 627. 


Jurisdiction Over Wireless Messages; p 


1001. 
Justifying a Car by Its Wheels (edito- 
rial); p 1. - 


Kansas: Cement rates found reasonable; 
I C C decision; p 23 


Kansas Commission v Modifies Transit 


Rules; p 705. 
Keavy, J., with portrait; p 853. 


Kellogg, Frank B.: Regulation; address 
before American Bar Assoctation; p 


370. 
L 


Lard: Advances in rates on, from Rapid 


City, S. D., suspended; p 615. 


Labor Demands: How shall they be met? 


By Dr. Edward 8S. Mead; p 602. 


Leasing Property in Consideration of 


Lessee’s Shipments (Legal); p 1044. 


Leather Rates: Complaint of Union 


Tanning Co.; p 505. 
LEGAL: 


Acceptance of Shipment: Notice of 


failure; p 783. 


Bankruptcy of Consignee: No bar to 
earriers’ action against consignor; p 
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Bill of Lading: Carrier may demand 
surrender of original in returned or 
reconsigned shipments; p 325. 

Bill of Lading: Containing impossible 
routing instructions, initial carrier 
liable; p 410. 

Bills of Lading: Shippers requiring; p 
111. 

Bill of Lading: Surrender of not imper- 
ative; p 234. 

Bill of Lading: Surrender required in 
order consignments; p 1044. 

Bills of Lading, Uniform: Not prescribed 
by Commission; p 665. 

— Goods: Liability of carrier; p 
928. 

Canada: Misquoting through rate; p 
545. 

Cars: Carrier must meet demand c? 
shippers; p 546. 

Ome Must Be Safe and Suitable; p 


Cars, Private: On private tracks for 
unloading subject to demurrage; p 
uss 

Claim Papers l'art of Carrier's Rec- 
ords; p 991. 

Claim Papers: Shipper’s right to pos- 
session of; p 205, 235. 

Claim, Undercharge: Not governed by 
two years’ limitation; p 470. 

Claims: Loss or damage must be estab- 
lished by competent evidence; p 110. 
Claims: Offsetting against overcharges; 

p 442. 

Claims, Overcharge: Measure of dam- 
age; p 612. 

Clainis, Overcharge: Should be refund- 
ed within reasonable time; p 324. 
Claims, Undercharge: Governed by 

Statute of limitations: p 268. 

Classification: Parties to should be 
made parties in action concerning; p 
1044. 

Classification: Reglations of Official 
not operative in Southern territory; p 
1106. 

Classification, Southern: Mixed carload 
shipment under; p 268. 

Consignee, Bankruptcy of: No bar to 
—- action against consignor; p 
Contracts: Effect of two covering one 
shipment; p 167. 

Conversion: Carrier liable for notwith- 
standing limitation in contract; p 442. 
Conversion: Carriers not usually re- 
— for unforeseen profits; p 
Conversion of Goods: Measure of dam- 
ages for; p 350. 


Damage Claims: Interest usually al- 
lowed on; p 928. 

Damage: Measure of for conversion of 
goods; p 350. 

Damage: Resu'ting after delivery, car- 
rier not liable; p 410. 

Damage, Special: Carrier not liable on 
duplicate shipmenis; » 325. 

Damaged Shipments: Proportion of 
freight returnable on; p 269. 

Damages for Loss: Place at which 
should be calculated; p 577. 

Damages, Remote: Not recoverable on 
lost shipment; p 442. 

Delay of Shipment: Measure of dam- 
age excludes express charges on dup- 
licate; p 268. 

Delivery Carrier: Rate not applying via 
route of; p 324. 

Dearery at Non-Reporting Stations; p 


Delivery, Damage Resulting After: Car- 
rier not liable; p 410. 

Delivery, Notice of: Rule as to; p 59. 

Delivery on Industrial Tracks: Carrier 
entitled to extra compensation; p 513. 

Delivery, Wrong: Carrier not liable if 
misdirected; p 545, 576, 577. 

Delivery, Wrong: Effect of contract 
limiting liability; p 234. 

Demurrage: Application of average 
agreement; p 717. 

Demurrage: Bunching rule not applica- 
ble on shipments moving by different 
routes; p 350. 

Demurrage:‘ Failure to collect is no 
waiver of claim; 351. 

Demurrage: None when cars held at 
transit points: p 167. 

Demurrage: Private cars on ovrivate 
tracks for unloading subject to; p 383. 

Division: Rate not nullified by failure 
of carriers to agree upon; p 991. 

Duplicate Shipments: Rate on; p 718. 

Embargoes: Shippers must keep in- 
formed of; p_ 167. 


Faiers to Accept Shipment: Notice of; 
p : 
Industrial Tracks: Carrier entitled to 


+ aia compensation for delivery on: p 





Information, Disclosing as to Ship- 
ments; p 929. 

Leasing Property in Consideration of 
Lessee’s Shipments; p 1044. 

Liability: Carrier may limit by notice 
in receipt; p 888. 

Liability as Warehouseman for goods 
held in cars by consignee; p 296. 

Liability, Carrier’s: Ceases on delivery; 


oO . 

Liability, Carrier’s: For special damage 
oe freight on duplicate shipments; p 
25. 

Liability, Carrier’s: Rates conditioned 
upon limited to certain specified 
value; p 110. 

Liability: Effect of contract limiting in 
shipments wrongly delivered; p 234. 
Liability: If limited by carrier burden 
of proof on carrier to show itself 

within the exception; p 350. 

Liability: Limitation of without reduc- 
tion in rate; p 513. 

Liability of carrier usually limited by 
contract; p 382. 

— Damages measured by actual; p 

‘. 

Loss: Place at which damages should 
be calculated; p 839. 

Losses in Transit: Carmack amend- 
ment governs; p 167. 

Lost Shipments: Measure of damages; 
p 783. 

Lost Shipments: Measure of damages; 
p 612. 

Lost Shipment: Remote damages not 
recoverable; p 442. 

Minimum Charge for L. C. L. Ship- 
ments; p 1107. 

Misdirection: Carrier not liable for 
wrong delivery; p 545, 576, 577. 

a Through Rates to Canada; 
p 545. ' 

Misrouted Shipment: Intermediate car- 
rier entitled to full local rate; p 234. 

re: Adjustment of claims; p 


Misrouting: Refund for payable only on 
order of Commission; p 470. 

Mixed Carload Shipment Under South- 
ern Classification; p 268. 

Movement: Rate should apply accord- 
ing to actual; p 470. 

Negligence: Burden of proof on carrier 
to show absence of; p 57. 

Notice of Arrival: North Carolina law; 
p 1045. 

Notice of Delivery: Rule as to; p 59. 

Notice to Shipper of Arrival of Goods; 
p 664. 

Notification of constructive placement; 
p 204. 

Overcharge Claims: Limitation in fed- 
eral courts; p 1044. 

td eect Offsetting claims against; 
p 442. 

Payment for Transportation: Must be 
in money; p 783. 

Placement: Notification of construc- 
tive; p 204. 

Prepaid Shipments: Consignee cannot 
require carrier to collect; p 205. 

Profits: Loss of not recoverable before 
Commission; p 888. 

Proof. Burden of on Carrier to Show 
No Negligence; p 57. 

Proof, Burden of: Liability limited by 
contract, on carrier to show itself 
within exception; p 350. 

Rate Applicable to Stopped Shipment: 
p 268. 

Rate in Effect at Time Carrier Re- 
ceived Shipment; p 58. 

Rate: Not applying via a route of de- 
livering carrier; p 324. 

ae on file with Commission legal; p 
204. 

Rates: Based on conditions that all 
shippers cannot meet, unlawful; p 513. 

Rates: Commodity exceeding class and 
Cc. L. higher than L. C. L.; p 382. 

Rates conditioned upon carrier’s liabil- 
ity limited to certain specified value; 


p j 
Rates. Free: Commission without au- 
thority to prescribe on duplicate ship- 
ments: p 382. 
ae Obligation of carrier to quote; 
4 


Pp x 

~~ State: Carrier cannot favor; p 
324. 

Rate: Through and rate made up of 
ee of locals distinguished; 
p 576. 

Receiver, Authority of to Pay Debts; 
p 839. 

Refrigeration and Ventilation: Duty of 
earrier to furnish; p 546. 

Refrigeration: Carrier liable only for 
sufficiency of service; p 110. 

ee of Carrier to Quote Raté: p 
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Reparation: None allowed in decision 
of Maricopa County Commercial Club 

vs Maricopa & Phoenix; p 928. 

Risk: Not upon consignor in straight 
consignments; p 443. 

Route: Carrier must use lowest avail- 
able; p 717. 

Route: Carrier should forward ship- 
ment as directed; p 296. 

Route: If not designated rate must be 
specifically stated; p 840. 

Route: Rate not applying via designat- 
ed; p 839. 

Routing Instructions, Impossible: Ini- 
tial carrier liable for issuing bill of 
lading; p 410. 

Routing, Terminal: Shipper may direct; 
p 470. 

—_ of Freight: Lex loci governs; p 

Services Other Than Transportation: 
Shippers liable for; p 1106. 

Shipments, Returned or Reconsigned: 
Carrier may demand surrender of 
original bill of lading; p 325. 

Shrinkage: Allowance for; p 991. 

Shrinkage in Weight of Perishable 
Shipments, Allowance for; p 410. 

Sidetrack: Refund in payment for con- 
struction of; p 928. 

Stoppage of Goods in Transit; p 234. 

Storage Charges After Unloading: 
Permissible; p 410. 

Storage: When on carrier’s right of 
way, proper; p 470. 

Switch Connections: Cost usually as- 
sessed against shipper; p 268. 

Taplines, Not Common Carriers: 
ar ig prohibited by employees of; 

Tariffs: Obligation of carrier to post; 
p 204. 

Telegraph: Words ‘“‘bulled” in code 
messages; p 471. 

Time, easonable, for Transporting 
Goods; p 717. 

Time Within Which Goods Must Be 
Carried; p 514, 577. 

Title to Property Transported: Com- 
mission without jurisdiction to de- 
termine; p 612. 

Transit: Change of instructions; p 991. 

Undercharge: Commission declines to 
determine liability; p 411. 

Undercharge: Delivering carrier must 
collect; p 545. 

Undercharge, Liability for; p 887. 

Demeees: Measured by actual loss; p 


Undercharges: Time in which to col- 
lect; p 612. 
i a Freight: Shipper’s liability; p 


Value of Goods: Right of carrier to 
be informed; p 612. 

Value of Shipment Lost or Damaged 
in Transit: Method of determining; 


57. 
Ventilation Facilities, Refrigeration 
= Duty of carrier to furnish; p 
Warehouseman, Liability of Carrier; p 


Water Carriers: Where subject to jur- 
isdiction of Commission; p 613. 
Water Lines: Carriers may be required 
ioe establish through rates with; p 


Weighing Bureaus: Advantage of agree- 
ments with; p 1106. 
—— Allowance for shrinkage; p 


Weights at Point of Origin: Rights of 
Parties; p 717. 

Weights: Carrier’s duty to establish 
consistent minima; p 784. 


Legislation, Interstate: By George H. 
Smith; p 104. 


Lemon Rates: Advance not justified and 
bad prescribed; I C C decision; p 

Liability: Carrier may limit by notice in 
receipt (Legal); p ess, 

Liability. Carrier’s: Ceases on delivery 
(Legal); p 513. 

Liability, Carrier’s: For special damage 
on freight on duplicate shipments (Le- 
gal); p 325. 

Liability, Carrier’s: Rates conditioned 
upon limited to certain specified value 
(Legal) ; 110. 

Liability: Effect of contract limiting in 
— wrongly delivered (Legal); 
Pp 


Liability, Initial Carrier’s: By EB. Sut- 
cliffe; p 1028. 

Liability: If limited by contract, burden 
of proof on carrier to show itself with- 
in exception (Legal); p 350. 

Liability of Carrier as Warehouseman: 
For goods held in cars by consignee 
(Legal); p 296. 
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Liability of Carrier Usually limited by 
Contract (Legal); p 382. 

Liability: Limitation of without reduc- 
tion in rate (Legal); p 613. 

Lime Rates: Established from Texas; I 
C C decision; p 12. 

Lime-Sulphur Rate Excessive; I C C de- 
cision; R. 158. 

Lincoln, James C., with portrait; p 181. 

Live Stock Rates, New Mexico to Kan- 
sas City, Hearing; p 166. 

Live Stock Rates: From New Mexico to 
Kansas City; I C C decision; B. 742. 
Loader, Banana, Mechanical (illustrat- 

ed); p 327. 

as Handling Double: F. R. Bissell; 
p ; 

Locomotive and Car Supply; p 383. 

Log Rates, Cedar and Mahogany: Prop- 
erly assessed; I C C decision; p 750, 

Long, Willard E., with portrait; p 336. 

Loss: Damages measured by actual (Le- 
gal); p 887. 

Loss: Place at which damages should be 
calculated (Legal); p 839. 

Losses in Transit: Carmack amendment 
governs (Legal); p 167. 

Lost Shipment: Remote damages not re- 
coverable (Legal); p 442. 

Lost Shipments: Measure of damages 
(Legal); p 612, 783. 

Louisiana Commission Meeting; p 441. 

Louisville & Nashville Melon (Washing- 
ton letter); p 364. 

Lowerator for Handling Merchandise (il- 
lustrated); p 889. 

Lumber: Abolition of reconsignment priv- 
~~ > at Eagle Pass, Tex., suspended; 

Lumber: Advances from South suspend- 
ed; p 369. 

Lumber: Advances on, from Alabama 
points to Washington, D. C., suspend- 
ed; pv 1040. 

Lumber: Advances on, from Southern 
oints to destinations north of Ohio 

iver suspended; p 1101. 

Lumber, Cypress: Advances on, from 
Louisiana to New York and other 
points suspended; p 60. 

Lumber, Cypress: Advances from points 
in “a Orleans, Texas and Mexico; 
p q 

Lumber: Flat cars wanted for; p 578. 

Lumber, Hardwood: Advances on, from 
Arkansas points suspended; p 916. 

Lumber, Hardwood: Advances in rates 
on, from Southwest suspended; p 1040. 

en ie Poet’: A Mystery Solved; 
p b 

Lumbermen Organize, Memphis; p 390. 

Lumber: New Orleans  discontinues 
through bills of lading on; p 576. 

Lumber Rates: Advances from Ohio 
ives crossings to Canada suspended; 

Pp . 

Lumber Rates: Advances from Southern 
territory suspended; p 479. 

Lumber Rates: Advances on, from Ar- 
— to Omaha, etc., suspended; p 

9. 

Lumber Rates, Box: Joint prescribed, 
from Portland and Astoria, Ore., to Cal- 
ifornia; I C C decision; p 944. 

Lumber Rates: Commission distinguishes 
between reasonable and unreasonable; 
I C C decision; p 745. 

Lumber Rates: From Dalton, Ga., pre- 
scribed; I C C decision; pv 739. 

Lumber Rates: From El Paso to New 
Mexico held unreasonable; I C C de- 
cision; 85. 

Lumber Rates: Hearing on, as to Trinity 
& Brazos Valley; p 663. 

Lumber Rates, Joint: Cancelation of, 
-y * Washington Western suspended; 


Lumber Rates: From Louisiana for ex- 
oe fens reasonable; I C C decision; 
p . 

Lumber Rates: Louisville & Nashville to 
Ohio points; I C C decision; p 1006. 
Lumber Rates. Norfolk & Western: 

Hearing; p 642. 

Lumber Rates, Michigan: Hearing at 
Chicago; p 439. 

Lumber Rates: Permission granted to 
maintain; I C C decision; p 802. 

Lumber Rates: Reduction refused; p 784. 

Lumber Rates, Pine: Found unreason- 
able; I C C decision; p 184. 

Lumber Rates, Pine. to Sioux City: De- 
clared unreasonable; I C C decision; 


21. 

Lumber Rates: From Southeast to Cairo 
not found unreasonable; I C C deci- 
sion; p_ 678. 

Lumber Rates: From Southeastern points 
to Cairo and beyond, suspension va- 
cated; pv 633. 

Lumber Rates, Southern; Water compe- 
tition justifies departures from fourth 
section; I C C decision; p 732. 

























































































Lumber Rates, Southern and Southwest- 
ern, Parties to. investigation; p 799. 
Lumber Rates from Southwest found 

reasonable; I C C decision; p 25, 

Lumber Rates: From Southwest into 
Omaha, arguments on; p 917. 

Lumber, Reconsignment of shipments 
~y 3 Pacific Coast, Tariffs suspended; 
p 502. 

Lumber: Reparation awarded for mis- 
routing; I C C decision; p 899. 

Lumber: Transit charges proper; I C C 
decision; p 638. 

Lumber Transit Rates Discriminate; I C 
C decision; p 751. 

Lumber: Weighing cars of; by T. J. 
Freeman; p 579. 

Lyon, Frank, with portrait; p 320. 


Machinery Rates: Unreasonable; I C C 

-. decision; p 912. 

Mail: Carriers deny overpayment for 
hauling; p 918. 

Mail Service: Committee says railways 
are underpaid; p 987. 

Malt Rates from Minneapolis: Order of 
suspension vacated; p 295. 

Marion Coal Co.: Effective date of order 
extended; p 295. 

Martin, Frank J., with portrait; p 364. 

Marvin, James §S., with portrait; p 897. 

Maryland: New line planned for; p 546. 

Matthew, Allan P: Address on Railways, 
the Servants of the Public; p 321. 

Maxwell, H. B.: Advocates good fiber 
packages; p 891. 

M. C. B. Rules: Packers oppose; p 709. 

McChord, Commissioner: Safety Appliance 
Law and Its Application; p 509. 

McCrea, James: etires from Pennsyl- 
vania presidency; p 772. 

— T. A., Goes to St. Paul; p 

Mose Dr. Edward S.: Labor demands; p 


arm W. A.: Transcontinental rates; p 

433. 

Mears, W. A., with portrait; p 253. 

Melon Growers Want Duty; p 920. 

Melon Rates From Southeast Not Unrea- 
sonable; I C C decision; p 137. 

Memphis Lumbermen Organize; p 390. 

Mexican Carriers: Commission can grant 
no relief from; I C C decision; p 627. 

Michigan Commission holds conference 
on class rates; p 466. 

Mileage Books: Investigation ordered; p 
96 


6. 

Milwaukee Utilities: Regulation of; p 343. 
Mine Ratings, Coal: Prescribed for Mlli- 
nois Central; I C C decision; 1019. 
Minimum Charge for L. C. L. Shipments; 

(Legal); 1107. 

Minimum, Gorn: Advance on, between St. 
Louis and Kansas City and other points 
suspended; p 920. 

Minimum on Chairs: Complaint of; p 714. 

Minnesota-Iowa Rates: Hearing at St. 
Paul; p 436. 

Minnesota Transfer: Complaint against; 


p 711. 
Misdescribing, Fine for; p 990. 
Misdirection: Carrier not liable for wrong 
delivery (Legal); p 545, 576, 577. 
Misquoting Through Rate to Canada (Le- 
gal); p 545. 
Misrouted Shipment: Intermediate car- 
rier entitled to full, local rate (Legal); 


p 234. 
Misrouting: Adjustment of claims (Le- 
gal); p 664. 

Misrouting, Arguments on; p 1038. 
Misrouting by Initial Carrier: Repara- 
tion awarded; I C C decision; p 899. 
Misrouting: No specific instructions; I 

C C decision; p 746. 
Misrouting: Not chargeable if route is 
reasonable; IT C C decision; p 260. 
Misrouting: Potatoes, hearing at Min- 
neapolis; p 413. 
Misrouting: Refund for, payable only on 
order of Commission; p 470. 
Misrouting. Reparation for; I C C deci- 
sion: p 1061. 

Misrouting: When not cause of damage, 
no reparation; I C C decision; p 224. 
Mississippi River: A Traffic Study of— 

By William A Shelton; p 318. 
Mississippi Sand and Gravel Rates Re- 
stored; p 476. 
Mixed Carloads: A middle ground, By 
R. W. Poteet; p 302. 
Mixed Carload Shipment Under South- 
ern Classification; (Legal); p 268. 
Mixture of hay, etc., with grain: Tariff 
suspended; p 518. 

Mobile Dock Case Appealed; p 295. 

Money in Dispute: Bill to have court 
hold; p 99. 

Montana Wants Half-Million Repara- 
tion; p 716. 
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Mortensen, A. M., California Fruit Grow- 
ers’ Exchange: Appreciation of efforts 
to prevent car shortage; p 531. 

Motive Power: Is it scarce? (editorial); 


p : 

Motorcycle Rate Too High; I C C deci- 
meni 858. 

Motor Tractor in Lumber Service (illus- 
trated); p 1048. 

Mptor Truck, Cleveland-Galion 
trated); p 1110. 

Motor Truck, Day of the; p 241. 

Motor Truck Experiment; p 328. 

Motor Truck: Side-Dumping Body (il- 
lustrated); p 354. 

res Truck Solves Railroad Problem; 
p 355. 

Motor Truck to Japan; p 292. 

Motor Truck: With 15-Ton Load (illus- 
trated), Knox; p 517. 

Motor Truck With Removable Body (il- 
lustrated); p 668. 

Motor Trucks a Success; p 208. 

Motor Trucks in Alaska; p 377. 

Movement: Rate should apply according 
to actual (Legal); p 470. 

Mules: Charges for transportation found 
excessive; I C C decision; p 741 

Mystery Solved, A—By ‘“Lumberman 
Poet”; p 496. 


(illus- 


N 


Name of Consignee, Disclosing (confer- 
ence ruling); 49. 


National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners, Annual Meeting; p 832, 
866. 

National Industrial Traffic League: Meet- 
ing; p 764. 

Nebraska: .Grand Island complains of 


Union Pacific and St. Joseph & Grand 
Island; p 571. 

Negligence: Burden of proof on carrier 
to show absence of (Legal); p 57. 
New Albany: Effective date of order ex- 

tended; p 349. 


New Albany, Ind.: Commission refuses 
to modify original order; I C C deci- 
sion; p 856. p 

New Albany Complaint: Order post- 


poned; p 660. 

New Albany (Ind.) Complaint: Effective 
date of order extended; p 633. . 

Newcomb, H. T.: The Supreme Court’s 
suggestion as to Commission’s opin- 
ions; p 822. 

New England, Inquiry into practices of 
roads; p 846. 
New England Lines Deal: 
will investigate; p 831. 
New England Roads: Codman says Penn- 
sylvania dominates; p 715. 

New England Road’s Service (editorial); 

119. 

now England Wants Relief from Rail- 
road Monopoly; p_ 766. 

New Haven-Grand Trunk Deal: Govern- 
ment to investigate; p 831. 

New Haven President Indicted; p 1102. 

New Haven to Keep Steamship Lines; p 
711. 

seeabbid: J. W., controller Wells-Fargo 
Express Co., gives views as to new sys- 
tem of labels in express service; p 476. 

New Orleans as a Grain Port; p 206. 

Newport News Case: Opinion on; Dp 444. 

Newport News: Commission order re- 
lieves; p 604. 

New York Central Lines: Relations with 
Tilinois coal mines; p 659, 715. 

New York: Plan for overhead freight 
route; p 473. 

News Service: Complaint of; p 441. 

New Zealand Railways: Slason Thomp- 
son presents facts about; p 477. 
Nickel Plate Veterans’ Association 
Meets; p 407. 

Norfolk Waking Up (editorial); p 179. 

— Dakota Commission Meeting; p 
Northwestern Roads: Postponement of 
hearine on complaint of Superior Com- 
mercial Club;-p 389. 

Notice of Arrival: North Carolina law 
(Legal); p 1045. 

stoves of Delivery: Rule as to (Legal); 


Government 


p 59. 
Notice to Shipper of Arrival of Goods 
(Legal); p 664. 
Notification of 
(Legal); p 204. 
Nut tes, Edible: Advances on, from 
New Orleans suspended; p 520. 


° 


Oil Companies Ask Injunction; p 230. 

Oil Pipe Line Asks Injunction; p 351. 

Oil Pipe Lines: No right on railway 
right of way; p 326. 

Oil ate Case Dismissed; I C C decision; 
Pp 3 


constructive placement 


Oil Cake Rates, Export from St. Paul: 
Elimination of, from St. Paul suspend- 
ed; p 919. 

Oregon Initiative Act: 
sion’s attitude; p 823. 

Oregon Percentage Act; p 927. 

o— Referendum, The (editorial); p 


State commis- 


Ore Rates: Hearing on Pittsburgh Steel 
Co. complaint; 837. 

Ore Rates: New Jersey and New York to 
Pennsylvania; I C C decision; p 1063. 

Ore Rates: Youngstown (O.) complains; 


p 829. 

Ore Traffic, Heavy Lake; p 506. 

Overcharge Claims: Interest on, should 
be paid; pp 615, 624 (editorial). 

Overcharge Claims, Interest on (edito- 
rial); p 895. 

Overcharge Claims: Limitation in fed- 
eral courts (Legal); p 1044. 

Overcharge, Express: Payment of claim 
authorized; p 1038. 

Overcharges, Carriers must refund; p 925. 

Overcharges: Offsetting claims against 
(Legal); p 442. 

Ownership of Common Carriers (Wash- 
ington letter); p 121. 


Pp 


Pacific Coast: Effect of new transconti- 
nental rates on; p 317. 
Pacific Lines, Dissolution: 
decree asked; p 1095. 

Pacific Lines’ Merger Dissolved; p 823. 
Pack and Mark Goods Properly: By J. 
M. Belleville; p 1111. 
Packing Fragile Material 

\p 565. 

Packing House Products: Advances on, 
Oklahoma to New Mexico suspended. 

Packing House Products Rates: Austin, 
Minn., complains: Hearing; p 102. 

Packing Machinery for Export; p 273. 


More specific 


(illustrated) ; 


Packing, Poor: Who pays for? (edito- 
rial); p 261. 
Panama Bill Cuts Out Railroad Ships; 
292. 


Panama Bill: J. N. Teal on; p 387." 

Panama Bill: Railway-owned vessels; 
views of New Haven vice-president; p 
348. 

Panama, Shipments to (conference rul- 
ing); p 49. 

Panama Bill, The (Washington letter); 
p 337. 

Panama Tolls: President Taft fixes; p 

Panama Traffic Possibilities: Prof. John- 
son’s study of; p 365. 

Paper: Advances in rates from Maine to 
Ohio points suspended; p 924. 

Paper, Print: Cancelation of joint rates 
from Sault Ste. Marie suspended; p 
440. 

Paper Rates: Complaint against carriers 
in C. F. A. territory; p 686. 

Paper Rates: Hearing; p 710. 

Parcels Post: Market-basket 
(Washington letter); p 525. 

Parcels Post: To become a law; p 316. 

Parcel Post Fight: Senate ends; p 286. 

Passenger Agents’ Association Goes to 
Coast; p 351. 

Passenger Fares: Advances on, between 
Washington, D. C., and Virginia points 
suspended; p 1040. 

Passenger Fare: Illinois two-cent law un- 
constitutional; p 516. 

Passenger Tariffs: Time for revision ex- 
tended; p 266. 

Passes: Cases consolidated; p 756. 

Passes, Injunctions Asked for; p 312. 

Payment for Transportation: Must be in 
money (Legal); p 783. 

Peach Rates: New York Commission de- 
creases minimum; p 345. 

Pennsylvania Assists Industries; p «356. 

Pennsylvania Exhibit of Early Methods 
of Transportation (illustrated); p 616. 

2. eepheme Hastens Repairs; pp 501, 
562. 

%  wimeace Orders New Equipment; p 


rates 


Pennsylvania Reflects Trade Conditions; 


Pennsylvania Relief Funds; p 705. 

Pensacola, Fila., Terminal for; p 389. 

Pensacola, Fla.: Wharfage at; p 940. 

Pepper Rates: Former decision upheld I 
C C decision; p 958. 

Petroleum: Advances from Wellsville, N. 
Y., to Cincinnati, discriminatory; I C' 
C decision; p 1080. 

Petroleum Rates from Kansas Not Unrea- 
sonable; I C C decision; p 143. 

Pinneo, R. D., with portrait; p 1004. 

Pipe: Iron vs. Conduit; p 195. 

Pipe Line Asks Injunction; p 351. 

Pipe Line Cases: Arguments on; p 652. 

Pipe Lines: Arguments on; p 704. 

Pipe Lines: Dates extended; p 252. 





Pipe Lines: No right on railway right of 
way; p 326. 

Pipe Lines, Struggle to Avoid Commis- 
sion Control: p 209. 

Placement, Constructive: Notification of 
(Legal); p 204. 

Plaster Rates: Advances in, from Kan- 
sas points suspended; p 821. 

Politics and the Commission (Washing- 
ton letter); p 1002. 


Politics in the Commission (editorial); 
p 1000. 

PORTRAITS AND BIOGRAPHICAL 
SKETCHES: 


Colby, Charles W.. proeitent Spokane 
Transportation Club; p 311. 


Conlon, Thomas: Post-president To- 
ledo Transportation Club; p 524, 

Borner, William, formerly division 
—_—* agent Pennsylvania Co.; p 

Boswell, Lewis B., commissioner 


Quincy Freight Bureau; p 676. 

Daniel, Rufus B.; p 425. 

Davant, James S., commissioner Mem- 
phis Freight Bureau; p 624. 

Davis. Robert W., freight traffic man- 
ager, Buffalo, Rochester & Pitts- 
burgh; p 68. 


Evans, W. J., freight traffic manager, 
National Implement & Vehicle Asso- 
ciation; p 453. 

Fort, Gerrit, passenger traffic manager, 
— Pacific and Oregon Short Line; 
p : 

French, R. S., business manager Na- 
tional League of Commission Mer- 
chants; p 397. 

Green, Lincoln, freight traffic manager 
Southern Railway; p 941. 

Groseclose, y , assistant freight 
traffic manager Missouri, Kansas & 
Texas; p 588. 

Keavy, J., commissioner Indianapolis 
Freight Bureau; p 853. 

Lincoln, James C., manager Traffic 
Bureau, Merchants’ Association of 
New York; p 181. 

Long, Willard E., traffic manager Man- 
ufacturers’ Association of Sterling, 
Iil.; p 336. 

Lyon, Frank, formerly attorney for 
Commission; p 320. 

Martin, Frank J., assistant general 
freight agent Nickel Plate; p 364. 

Marvin, James S., general traffic man- 
ager National Association of Auto- 
mobile Manufacturers; p 897. 

Mears, W. H., manager Transportation 
Bureau, N. W. Seattle Chamber of 
Commerce; p 253. 

Pinneo, R. D., president Transporta- 
tion Club of Seattle; p 1001. 

Spalding, C. C., president Transporta- 
tion Club of Cincinnati; p 281. 

Stafford, C. B., freight commissioner 
Memphis Merchants’ Exchange; p 797. 

Townshend, manager Memphis 
Lumbermen’s Association; p 557. 

White, L. W,, president Transportation 
Club of Detroit; p 121. 

Wilson, H. G., transportation commis- 
sioner Kansas City Commercial Club; 


p 2. 
Wright, Robert C., freight traffic man- 
ager Pennsylvania Railroad; p 729. 


Wylie, E. G., freight commissioner 
ad Des Moines Committee; p 
0d. 


Port Terminals, Equipment of: By H. 
McL, Harding; p 548. 

Post, George A.: Address before Trans- 
portation Club of Toledo; p 920. 

Post, George A.: Asks fair consideration 


of transportation questions in address 
before 


National Industrial Traffic 
League; p 375. 
Postoffice Inspectors: Should not be 


granted free transportation on pleasure 
trips; p 615. 
Potato Growers Complain of Insufficient 
Refrigerator Car Service; pp 702, 760. 
ex? Rates: Lower minimum wanted; 
p ‘ 

Potato Rates: Minnesota growers ask 
postponement of advances; p 396. 

Potato Rates: Present prescribed for the 
future; I C C decision; p 963. 

Potatoes: Advances in rates for trans- 
portation in heater cars reasonable; I C 
C decision; p 861. 

Potato Rates from Nebraska: Hearing at 
St. Paul; p 474. 

Potato Rules: As to shipments from Min- 
paeote and Wisconsin suspended; p 

Potato Shipments, Rules on: Hearing at 
Chicago; p 925. : 

Potatoes in Heater Cars: Advances by 
New England roads suspended; p 526. 
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Potatoes, Misrouting: Hearing at Min- 
neapolis; p 413. 

a Not Misrouted; I-C C decision; 

Precedent: Railroads rely too much on; 
by Traffic Manager; p 707. 

Premiums in Packages: Hearing at Min- 
neapolis; p 532. 

Prepaid Shipments: Consignee cannot re- 
quire carrier to collect (Legal); p 205. 

Prizes in Merchandise Packages: Hear- 
ing at Minneapolis; p 404. 

Prize Packages: Hearing; p 790. 

Profits: Loss of, not recoverable before 
Commisison (Legal); p 888. 

Proof, Burden of: Liability limited by 
contract, on carrier to show itself 
within exception (Legal); p 350. 

Proof, Burden of, on Carrier to Show 
No Negligence (Legal); p 57. 

Prouty, Chairman: Addresses Chicago 
Transportation Association; p 437. 














Prouty, Chairman, Suggests Deputy 
Commissioners; p 454. 
Q 
Queen & Crescent Improvements; p 986. 
R 
Rail-Lake-Rail Rates: Hearing at Chi- 
cago; p 535. 
Raliees Ships: Panama bill cuts out; 
Dp ‘ 


Railroad, A Farmers’; p 294. 

Railroads Get Worst of Regulation; by 
William Sproule, president Southern 
Pacific; p 1103. 

Railroad Service, Appreciation of; by J. 
E. Robinson; p 496. 

Railroad Service and Revenue; by L. E. 
—— president Norfolk & Western; 
Pp ° 

Railway Business for May; p 243. 

Railway Business for August; p 662. 

Railway Commissioners, National Asso- 
ciation of, Annual Meeting; pp 502, 526, 
832, 866. 

Railway Economics, Bureau of; p 242. 

Railway Receipts and Expenses; pp 473, 


925. 

Railway Register, Official: Filed with 
Commission; p 377. 

Railway Returns, Diminishing; p 108. 

Railway Returns, Increasing; p 504. 

Railway Revenue and Expenses; pp 235, 
495, 898. 

Railways, Fair Treatment of: New York 
Sun views; p 572. 


Railways, Statistics of; p 228. 
Railway Wages and Living Costs; p 243. 


RATES: 


Acid Phosphate: Correctly assessed; I 
C C decision; p 185. 

Alaska, General Increase in; p 295. 

Alaska: Order concerning; p 349. 

Apple: Western growers want reduc- 
tions; p 572. 

Arbitrary Unjustly Discriminates; I C 
C decision; p 629, 

Atlanta complains; p 243. 

Atlanta: Contest on; p 536. 

Atlanta Wants Lower; p 512. 

Auto. Shield Frames: Advance unrea- 
sonable; I C C decision; p 909. 









Banana: Prescribed; I C C decision; p 


812. 


Barley: Advances on from California 


suspended; p 405. 


Barley: California to Minneapolis dis- 


criminatory; I C C decision; p 594. 
Barley from California: Hearing; p 52. 


Barrels, Empty: Hearing at St. Louis; 


p 468. 
Beer: Hearing at Minneapolis; p 418. 
Beer: Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 


Louis complaint; p 667. 


Berrv: Found reasonable; I C C deci- 


sion; p 752. 


Boots and Shoes: Advances on from 


Boston to Atlanta suspended; p 615. 


Bottle Washers: First-class prescribed; 


I C C decision; p 183. 


Bowling Green: Commerce Court asked 


to set aside order; p 524. 


Bowling Green established; I C C de- 


cision; p 14. 


Box Shook: Oregon case argued; p 613. 


Brick: Advances postponed; p 295. 


Brick: Paving, pressed, face and fire 
should take same; I C C decision; 


p 947. 


ee: Unreasonable; I C C decision; p 


Canadian Pacific defenses; p 416. 


Canned Goods: Excessive; I C C deci- 


sion; p 285. 
Canyon City, Colo.; p 940. 


Carriers, Beer Bottle: Excessive; I C C 


decision; p 1008. 





































































Cartridge Shells: Advances on from 
Chicago to Missouri River points sus- 
pended; g 488, 662. 

Castings, Rough, Fourth Class; I C C 
decision; p 161. 

Cars, Empty Freight: Advances on 
from Central West to California sus- 
pended; p 920. 

— Texas: Hearing at Chicago; p 


Cedar Pencil Material: Not unreason- 
able; I C C decision; p 903. 

Cement, Etc.: Advances from Chicago 
to South Dakota and other points 
suspended; p 1041. 

Cement: Advances by Western Mary- 
land suspended; p 60. 

Cement: Kansas found reasonable; I 
C C decision; p 23. 

Cement: Maryland and Virginia dis- 
criminate; I C C decision; p 98. 

Cement: Reduction recommended by 
California commission; p 713. 

Chairs: Advances on from North Car- 
olina to Boston suspended; 920. 
Chattanooga Case: Supreme Court de- 

nies rehearing; p 601. 

Cheese: Found reasonable; I C C de- 
_ cision; p 225. 

Cincinnati and Chattanooga Case: 
Emerson Bentley discusses; p 763. 

Class and Commodity: Missouri Pa- 
cific tariff suspended; p 663. 

Class and Commodity: Rail and lake 
go Cc. F. A. territory suspended; p 

Class and Commodity: To points on 
Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio volun- 
tarily restored; p 479, 609. 

Class and Commodity to Minneapolis 
suspended; p 608. 

Class: Advances in from Chicago to 
South Dakota suspended; p 608. 

Class: Advances from Iowa, North Da- 
a and South Dakota suspended; p 


Class: Chicago and St. Louis to South 
Dakota suspended; p 59. 


Class: Applied to starch; p 713. 
Class: Date of order against Southern 
Pacific extended; p 475. 


Class: From Louisville to Lebanon, 
Ky., prescribed; I C C decision; p 
1015. 

Class, Joint: From Baker City, Ore., 
prescribed; I C C decision; p 1017. 
Class: Iowa points and Minneapolis 

suspended; p 588. 


Class: Michigan commission holds con- 
ference on; p 466. 


Class: . Proposed between Iowa and 
Minneapolis allowed to become effec- 
tive; I C C decision; p 964. 

Class: St. Paul and eastern points, 
hearing at Minneapolis; p 408. 

Class to St. Paul suspended; p 454. 

Class: St. Paul to lowa points suspend- 
ed; rn 60. 

Coal: Advances from Galveston to 
Louisiana suspended; p 60. 

Coal: Advances from Iowa points to 
Montana suspended; p 60. 

Coal: Advances from Napanee, Ind., to 
Chicago argued; p 661. 

Coal: Advance suspended; p 216. 

Coal: Advances from Southern [Illinois 
to Arkansas points suspended; p 418. 

Coal, Anthracite: excessive; I C C de- 
cision; p 683. 

Coal, Bituminous: Advances on from 
_— to Iowa points suspended; p 

Coal: Carrier must remove discrimi- 
nation; I C C decision; p 808. 

Coal: Complaint against Boston & 
Maine; p 182. 

Coal: Deduction makes arbitrary basis; 
I C C decision; p 149. 

Coal: Existence does not necessarily 
suet continuance; I C C decision; 
Pp 

Coal: Found reasonable; I C C deci- 
sion; p 222. 

Coal: From Canyon City, Colo.; p 940. 

Coal: From Chicago to Platteville. Wis., 
ag reasonable; I C C decision; p 


Coal: From Oak Creek, Colo., discrim- 
inatory; I C C decision; p 799. 

Coal: From W. Virginia to Missouri 
excessive; I C C decision; p 144. 
Coal: Hearing on complaint against 

Louisville & Nashville; p 468. 

Coal: Joint; From Illinois mines sus- 
pended; p 919. 

Coal, Joint: Cancellation from Colora- 
do to Oklahoma and Texas suspend- 
ed; p 60. 

Coal, Joint: From New Mexico to 
points in Oklahoma and Texas sus- 

pended; p 59. 
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Coal, Lake Cargo: From Hocking dis- 
trict not unreasonable; I C C decision; 


p 31. 

— Louisville & Nashville argued; p 

Coal, Montana:* Arguments; p 1049. 

Coal: New Pittsburgh complaint, hear- 
ing; p 918, 

Coal: Not discriminatory; I C C de- 
cision; p 900. 

= O’Gara Coal Co. complains; p 

Coal: Order postponed; p 295. 

Coal: Reduces to Lake Erie ports; I C 
C decision; p 9. 

oes Unreasonable; I C C decision; p 

Coal, Wyoming; p 1043. 

Coffee: From New Orleans claimed un- 
reasonable; p 1085. 

Coffin Stock: Iowa commission com- 
plaint; p 530. 

mea ppm producers challenge; 

230. 
ceke: Youngstown complaint hearing; 
874. 

obnmedity exceeding class and Cc. L. 
higher than L. C. L. (Legal); p 382. 

Commodity: Texas common point ter- 
ritory suspended; p 60. 

Conditioned upon carrier‘s liability lim- 
ited to a certain specified value (Le- 
gal); p 110. 2 

Cooperage: Advances on between Chi- 
cago and Salt Lake City suspended; 

60. 

cdoperage: St. Louis to Utah common 
points reasonable; I C C decision; p 
591. 

Copper: Arguments on; p 844. 

corn, Ete.: Advances too great; I C C 
decision; p 754, 

Cotton Arbitraries suspended; p 1109. 

Cotton: Concentration at Memphis, 
elimination suspended; p 411. 

Cotton Linters: Advances on from 
Texas to New Orleans suspended; p 
1101. 

Cotton Press Machinery: Joint rate too 
high; I C C decision; p 93. 

Cottonseed: Advances on from Okla- 
homa to Kansas City, suspended; p 
919. 

Cottonseed: Cancelation of joint rates 
from Oklahoma to Arkansas points 
suspended; p 920. : 

Cottonseed: Held prejudicial; I C C de- 
cision; p 86. 

Cottonseed: Increase from Oklahoma to 
Texas not justified; I C C decision; 

959. 

Cottonseed: Order to investigation of 
advances; p 182. 

Cottonseed: Should not exceed rate on 
cottonseed oil; I C C decision; p 
156 


Cotton Waste: Held excessive; I C C 
decision; p 88. 


Denver-Chicago complaint argued; p 
979. 

Denver Loses on Galveston; I C C de- 
cision; p 126, 

Distance: Elimination of on C & N W 
narrow gauge lines suspended; p 983. 

Duplicate Shipments in Place of Dam- 
aged (Legal); p 718. 

Departing Machines; I C C decision; 
p . 
Dynamite: Too high; p 719. 
Dynamite: Unreasonable in exceeding 
first-class; I C C decision; p 684. 
Earnings Must Be Considered in Fixing 
(\,ash, Letter); p 589. 

Effective at Time Carrier Received 
Suipment (Legal); p 58. 

Electrotype Plates: Unreasonable; I C 
C decision; p 157. 

Emigrant Movables: Overcharged; I C 
C decision; 1062. 

Excelsior: Advances by Bangor & 
Aroostook suspended; p 730. 

Excelsior: Advances on from St. Paul 
to Chicago and other points suspend- 
ed; p 565, 659. 
Excelsior: Should not exceed flax rates; 
I C C decision; p 223. 
Excursion: Pennsylvania 
of; p 232, 981. 

eS On grain through Gulf ports; 
p 5. 

Export, on Oil Cake, Etc.: Elimination 
of from St. Paul suspended; p 983. 

— Hearing at Washington; p 


complained 


Express; I C C decision; p 122. 

Firebrick: Arguments on; p 942. 

Firebrick: St. Louis manufacturers 
complain; p 611. 

Flax: Advances on from St. Paul to 
Chicago suspended; p 867. 

Flaxseed: Advances from Minneapo- 

lis to Chicago suspended; p 546, 
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Flaxseed: Hearing at Minneapolis; p 
400. 
Free: Commission without authority to 


prescribe on 
(Legal); p 382. 
Fruit: From Louisiana and Texas 
points prescribed; I C C decision; p 
1012. 
Fruit: Injunction by Commerce Court; 
p 868. 


duplicate shipments 


Fruit: New Florida local; p 581. 
Fruits and Vegetables: Commerce 
Court dissolves injunction against 


Florida East Coast. 

Fruits and Vegetables: Advances from 
Louisiana suspended; p 608. 

Furniture: Advances on from North 
Carolina points suspended; p 919. 

Furniture: Advances Napanee, Ind., to 
Chicago not unreasonable; I C C de- 
cision; p 1073. 

Furniture: Advance from Southeast to 
Pacific Coast suspended; p 440. 

Furniture: Advances on from Burling- 
ton, Ia., to St. Paul and other points 
suspended; p 615. 

Furniture: Burlington, Ia., to Colora- 
do found reasonable; I C C decision; 
p 630. 

Furniture: Denver & Rio Grande; com- 
plaint dismissed; p 651. 

Furniture: From southwestern points 
sustained; I C C decision; p 1024. 

Furniture: Grand Rapids protests; p 


349, 377. 
Furniture: Hearing at Chicago; p 438. 
Furniture: Southern complaints ar- 
gued; p 604. 


Galveston Differential: Texas commis- 
sion orders application of; p 458. 

Galveston: Denver loses on; I C C de- 
cision; p 126. 

Grain: Export to Gulf ports, hearing at 
Chicago; p 915. 

Grain: Advances from Iowa points to 
Chicago suspended; p 480. 

Grain and Flour: Chicago and Min- 
neapolis, Hearing; p 99, 162. 

Grain: Advances on from Kansas City 
to Southern Illinois suspended; p 983. 

Grain: Baltimore opposes reduction to 
Gulf ports; p 206. 

Grain: Chicago Board of Trade com- 
plains; p 458. 

Grain: Chicago Board of Trade case 
argued; p 830. 

Grain: Elimination of break-bulk tar- 
nay trunk line territory suspended; 
p . 

Grain, Export: Reduction via Gulf ports 
suspended; p 919. 

Grain, Export via Gulf Ports: 
sion order vacated; p 1028. 

Grain: From Northwest prescribed; I 
C C decision; p 1075. 

Grain Products: Advances on from 22 
points in southern IlHinois to Texas 
suspended; p 1101. 

Grain: Transit privilege assists small 
mills (I C C decision); p 141. 

Hay: Advances from Eastern Colorado 
to Louisiana points suspended; p 405. 

Heater Car: Advances by New Eng- 

Hops: Pacific Coast points to New 
York suspended; p 60. 
land roads suspended; p 526. 

Hop: Advance allowed; p 713. 

Hop: From Washington to East found 
aoe unreasonable (I C C decision); p 

Horses and Mules: Advances from Chi- 
cago and St Louis to western points 
suspended; p 792. 

Horse and Mule: Unreasonable, except 
under special contract (I C C deci- 
sion); p 1010. 

Import: Explained and previous deci- 
— modified (I C C decision); pp 590, 
o le 


Suspen- 


Iowa: Brief of carriers on percentage 
basis; p 503. 

Iowa cases argued; p 824. 

Iowa: State Commission alleges black- 
listing; p 226. 

Iron and Markets at Issue; p 452. 

Iron: Interveners in  Sloss-Sheffield 
case; p 426. 

Iron, Pig: Advances from Buena Vista, 
cana to Philadelphia suspended; p 

Iron, Pig: Advances from Virginia sus- 
pended; p 386. 

Iron, Pig: From Upper Michigan; Hear- 
ing; p 667. 

Iron, Pig: New Haven road wants to 
be heard; p 827. 

Iron, Pig: Southern; Hearing; p 773. 
Iron, Pig: Southern iron companies pro- 
test; p 703. 
ee Hearing at Chicago; 

Pp " 
Joint Class and Commodity: 


Newark 
will complain; p 506. 



























Joint: Minneapolis & St Louis and 
Great Northern, cancellation of, sus- 
pended. 

Joint: Schedule established by Kansas 
Commission; p_ 826. 

Joint Through: Cancellation of on Kan- 
Sas ty Southern suspended; p 455. 

—— stablishes Joint Schedule; p 
26. 

Kenyon Senate bill; p 317. 

Knitting Factory Products: Advances 
on, from Chicago to Fort Smith and 
other points suspended; p 615. 

Lard: Advances on from Rapid City, 
S. D., suspended; p 615. 

Complaint of Union Tanning 
Co; p 505. 

Lemon: Advance not justified and lower 
prescribed (I C C decision); p 592. 
Lime: Established from Texas (I C C 
decision); p 12. . 
Lime-Sulphur Excessive (I C C deci- 

sion); p 158. 

Live Stock: New Mexico to Kansas 
City; Hearing; p 166. 

Live Stock: From New Mexico to Kan- 
sas City; some reasonable, some un- 
reasonable (I C C decision); p 742. 

Local: Shipper may assume custody 
and re-ship under (Legal); p 324. 

Logs, Cedar and Mahogany: Properly 
assessed (I C C decision); p 750. 

Lumber: Advances on from Alabama 
points to Washington, D C, suspend- 
ed; p 1040. 

Lumber: Advances on from Arkansas 
suspended; pp 916, 919. 

Lumber: Advances from Ohio River 
aman to Canada suspended; p 


Lumber: Advances from southern ter- 
ritory suspended; p 479. 

Lumber: Advances from southern 
points to destinations north of Ohio 
River suspended; pp 369, 1101. 

Lumber, Box: Joint prescribed from 
Portland and Astoria, Ore., to Califor- 
nia (IC C decision) ; p 944. 

Lumber: Commission distinguishes be- 
tween reasonable and unreasonable 
(Il C C decision); p 745. 


Lumber: Commission refuses reduq- 
tion; p 784. 
Lumber, Cypress: Advances on from 


Louisiana to New York 

points suspended; p 60. 
Lumber: For export from Louisiana 

reasonable; I C C decision; p 804. 

Lumber: From Dalton, Ga., prescribed; 
I C C decision; p 739. 

Lumber: From Louisville & Nashville 
to Ohio points not unreasonable; I C 
C decision; p 1006. 

Lumber: From Southeast to Cairo rea- 
sonable; I C C decision; p 678. 

Lumber: From southeastern points to 
Cairo and beyond, suspension vacat- 
ed; p 633. 

Lumber from Michigan: 
Chicago; p 439. 

Lumber: From Southwest into Omaha, 
arguments; p 917. 

Lumber, from Southwest: Found rea- 
sonabie; I C C decision; p 25. 

Lumber, Hardwood: Advances on from 
Southwest suspended; p 1040. 

Lumber: Hearing on complaint against 
Trinity & Brazos Valley; p 663. 


and other 


Hearing at 


Lumber: Held unreasonable from El 
—— to New Mexico; I C C decision; 
Pp " 

Lumber, Joint: Cancellation of with 


eee Western suspended; p 


rw Norfolk & Western; Hearing; 

p . 

Lumber: Parties to investigation of 
southern and southwestern; p 799. 
Lumber: Permission granted to main- 

tain; I C C decision; p 802. 

Lumber, Pine: Unreasonable; ; oC -¢ 
decision; p 184. 

Lumber, Pine, to Sioux City: Declared 
unreasonable; I C C decision; p 21. 
Lumber: Southern Pacific wants per- 
ae to disregard fourth section; 

p " 

Lumber, Southern: Water competition 
justifies departure from fourth sec- 
tion; I C C decision; 732. 

Lumber: Taplines want benefit of divi- 
sions; R . 

Lumoper Transit: Excessive; I C C de- 
cision; p 747. 

“-e: ¢ 


Lumber Transit: 
decision; p 751. 

Luxuries: Bill for investigation; p 266. 

Machinery: Unreasonable; I C C deci- 
sion; p 912. 

Malt, from Minneapolis: Order of sus- 
pension vacated; p 295. 

Melon: From Southeast. not unreason- 
able; I C C decision; p 137 


Discriminate; 





ee Hearing at St Paul; 

p 

Missouri River as a Basing Line: Kan- 
Sas wants to wipe out; p 665. 

Morristown, Tenn, entitled to same as 
Knoxville; 1-¢ © decision; p 133. 

Motorcycle: Excessive; I C C decision; 
p 858. 

Movement: Should apply according to 
actual (Legal); p 470. 

— Grand Island complains; p 


New Albany: Effective date of order 
extended; p 349. 
New Albany gets relief; I C C decision; 
4 


p 94. 

New Albany, Ind: Refusal to modify 
original order; I C C decision; p 856. 

New Orleans to Mobile, etc.: Case 
argued; p 608 

Newspapers: Complaint of; p 441. 

New York to Southern Points: Effective 
date postponed; p 342 

Nuts, Edible: Advances on from New 
Orleans suspended; 

a of carrier to quote (Legal) ; 


Oucum, Advance of; p 482. 

Oil: Advances from Wellsville, 
to Cincinnati discriminatory; I 
decision; .. 1080. 

Oil Cake, tce.: Elimination of export 
from St Paul suspended; p 9 

Oil Cake, etc., Export: Elimination of 
from St Paul suspended; p 983. 

oc: a dismissed; I C ro decision; p 


| pee + 
Cc 


Oil, Linseed: Advances on from St 
Paul to Chicago and other points 
suspended; p 615. 

Oregon Plan: By popular vote; edito- 
rial; p 727. 

Ore: Hearing on Pittsburgh Steel Co 
complaint; p 837. 

Ore: New Jersey and New York to 
Pennsylvania; I C C decision; p 1063. 

Ore: Youngstown (O) complains; p 029. 

Over-collection: Frisco indicted for; p 
558. 

Packing House Products: Advances on 
ee to New Mexico suspended; 
p 

Packing House Products; Austin, Minn, 
complains; Hearing; p 102 

Paper: Advances on, from Maine to 
Ohio points suspended; p 924. 

Paper: Complaint against carriers in 
C F A Territory; p 686. 

Paper: Hearing; p 710 
Paper, Print: Cancellation of joint from 
Sault Ste Marie suspended; p 440. 
Peach: New York Commission de- 
creases minimum; p 345. 

Pepper: Former decision upheld; I C C 
ecision; p 958. 

Percentage Basis of (Editorial); p 487. 

Percentage, in the West: Brief in Iowa 
cases; p 503. 

Petroleum: Kansas tariffs not unrea- 
sonable; I C C decision; p 143. 
Phosphate Rock: Advances from Ten- 
nessee suspended; p 396. 

Pipe, Riveted: Arguments on; p 1041. 

Plaster: Advances on from Kansas 
points suspended; p 821. 

Potato: Advances for transportation in 
heater cars reasonable; I C C de- 
cision; p 861. 

Potato, from Nebraska: Hearing at St. 


Paul; p 474. 
ht Lower minimum wanted; p 
Potato: Minnesota growers ask post- 


ponement of advances; p 396. 

Potato: Present prescribed for future; 
I C C decision; p 962. 

Potato: Rules as to shipments from 
er and Wisconsin suspended; 
Pp A 

Potatoes in Heater Cars: Advances by 
New England roads suspended; p 526. 

Premiums in Packages: Hearing at 
Minneapolis; p 533. 

Prizes in Merchandise Packages: Hear- 
ing at Minneapolis: p 404. 

Yuotation, Misleading by Carrier's 
Agent: Not a basis for reparation; I 
C C decision; p 747. 

—ae -Rail: Hearing at Chicago; 
Pp . 

Reduction: Reparation following: p 581. 

Refusal m head to Quote Rate 
(Legal) ; 

ey Island ny er suspended; p 


Route of Delivering Carrier: Not apply- 
ing via (Legal); p 324. 


Sacks ‘or Bags: Texas Commission pro- 
poses to readjust; p 512. 

Salt: Advances on from Kansas_ to 
Oklahoma points suspended; p. 405. 

Salt:Complaint of Ohio and Michigan 
producers; p 3. 
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Salt: Reparation wanted for non-con- 
currence of one carrier; p 424. 

Salt: Water and rail to Chicago; hear- 
ing; p 886. 

Sand and Gravel: Advances on from 
Louisiana to Texas points suspend- 
ed; p 405. 

Sand and Gravel: Arguments; p 786. 

Sand and Gravel: Mississippi Commis- 
sion restrained; p 476. 

Sand and Gravel, Wisconsin to Chi- 
cago: Carriers must maintain present; 
I C C decision; 41. 

Sand: emg, 790. 

Sand: New Albany to St. Louis not un- 
reasonable; I C C decision; p 87. 
Sash, Doors and Blinds: Advances on 
from southwestern points to Texas 

suspended; p 60. 

Sash, Doors and Blinds: Advances from 

Louisiana to Texas points suspended; 


p > 

Shipment Stopped (Legal); p 268. 

Shipper Entitled to Know; I C C deci- 
sion; p 910. 

Sinks and Tubs: Same rate prescribed; 
I C C decision; p 1009. 
Boe. To Arizona common points; p 
Starch: Advances from Cedar Rapids 
and other points suspended; p 530. 
a Carrier cannot favor (Legal); 
p 4 

Starch: Class applied to; p 713. 

Steel: Connellsville case, hearing; p 877. 

a General investigation ordered; p 

Sugar: Fourth Section order on; p 186. 

Sugar: Lighterage at New York, argu- 
ments on; p 606. 

Sugar: Louisiana Commission consid- 
ers cutting; p 399. 

Sugar: Order postponed; p 281. 

Sunflower Seed: Not unreasonable; I 
C C decision; p 744. 

Switching: Carrier must absorb; I C C 
decision; p 22. 

Tallow, Inedible: Proposed increase 
from Oklahoma to Texas not justified; 
I C C decision; 959. 

Telegraph and Telephone; Conferences 
of Commission on; p 459. 

Telegraph; Complaint regarding; p 411. 

Texas-St. Louis: Advances suspended; 


p 497. 

Through ard rate made up of combina- 
Le of locals distinguished (Legal); 
p 576. 

Through: Must establish from Utah; I 
C C decision; p 28. 

Through: Supreme Court sustains Com- 
merce Court and reverses Commis- 
sion; p 785. 

Tin Cans: Advances on from California 
to Arizona points suspended; p 797. 
Tin Plate and Sheet Metal for Trunks: 
Advances on from East to Pacific 

Coast; p 405. 

Transcontinental: Hearing; p 644. 

Transcontinental and local combination 
unreasonable with respect to Port- 
land: I C C decision; p 37. 

Transcontinental: Hearing assigned at 
Portland; p 785. 

Transcontinental: 
Coast; p 317. 

Transcontinental: W. 
433. 

Transfer: Virginia Commission de- 
clines to regulate; p 489. 

Transit: Not retroactive; I C C deci- 
sion; p 153. 

Transit Privilege Assists Small 
I C C decision; p 141. 

Transit: When carrier a order 
will be vacated; I C C decision; p 628. 


Unlawful: Based on conditions that all 
shippers cannot meet (Legal); p 513. 
Wagon: Complaint.of Milburn Wagon 
Co.; p 730. 
ae Intrastate: Court upholds; 
p 476. 
Wheat: Galveston profits by cut; p 196. 
Wood, Fuel: Advances from Wisconsin 
and Michigan to Evanston, Ill., sus- 
pended; p 760. 
Wool: Former decision upheld (I C C 
decision; p 904. 
Wool: Order for further hearing; p 262. 
Wool: Oregon complaint; p 325. 
Wool: Plea of St. uis jobbers; p 468. 
Zone System to Receive Attention 
(Washington Letter); p 453. 
Rate on file with Commission 
(Legal); p 204. 

Rates by Popular Vote: 
(Editorial); p 727. 

Ratings, Mine: Prescribed for Illinois 
Central (I C C decision); p 1019. 

Raw Material vs. Product; p 195. 

Rea, Samuel: Becomes president of 
Pennsylvania Railroad; p 772. 


Situation of Pacific 


A. Mears on; p 


Mills; 


legal 


Oregon Plan 


Rebating, 


Rebating: 
Rebating: 


Receiver: 
Records: 
Reconsignment at Detroit (I C C deci- 
Reconsignment Charge: 
Reconsignment Charges, etc. (Conf. Rul- 
Reconsignment: 


Reconsignment Privilege: 


Reconsignment: 
Reconsignment: 
Reeves, George: 
Reeves, George: 


Reduction: 
Refrigeration and Ventilation: 


Refrigeration: 
Refrigeration Charges Excessive (I C C 
Refrigeration: 
Refusal of Carrier to Quote Rate (Legal); 
Regulation, An Aftermath of (Washing- 
Regulation: 
Regulation, Railway and River; p 987. 
Regulation: 
Regulation, 
Regulation Under New Leaders (Wash- 


Rehearing Denied (I C C decision); p 898. 
Reparation: 


Risk: 





Coal:, Indictments of 
York Central Lines; p 887. 
Imprisonment for; p 578. 
New York Central Indict- 
ments; p 1035. 

Authority of to pay debts 
(Legal); p 839. 

Destruction of by steam roads; 


New 


p 608 


sion); p 1081. 


Carriers want 


at Detroit; p 986. 


ing); p 49. 

Lumber from Pacific 
Coast, tariffs suspended; p 502. 
Abolition of 
on lumber at Eagle Pass, Tex., sus- 
pended; p 823. 

Rule at Detroit and 
Toledo; p 314. 

Regulations at Detroit 
suspended; p 982. 

Average agreement at- 
tacked; p 707. 

How is car movement 
to be expedited?; p 566. 

Reparation following; p 581. 
Duty of 
carrier to furnish (Legal). 

Carrier liable only for 
sufficiency of service (Legal); p 110. 


decision); pp 159, 737. 
Re-icing charges exces- 
sive (I C C decision); p 283. 


p 324. 


ton Letter); p 181. 

Kellogg, Frank B., address 
— American Bar Association; p 
370. 


Socialist says it has failed; 
p 1047. 

The Greatest Question of 
(Editorial); p 798. 


ington Letter); p 676. 


Claim barred by limitation; p 1001. 

Failure to. post supplement to tariff 
containing no change of rate not a 
ey! of reparation (I C C decision); 
p 747. 

None allowed in decision of Maricopa 
County Commercial Club vs. Mari- 
copa & Phoenix (Legal); p 928. 

Reparation pebowing Reduction; p 581. 
Reparation Orders, Formal; p 659. 
Revenue, Operating, Net; p 390. 
Revolvator for Handling Freight 

trated); pp 272, 517, 994. 

Not upon consignor in straight 

consignments (Legal); p 443. 

Robinson, J. E., traffic manager Albert 

Miller & Co.: Appreciates railroad 

service; p 496. 

Ross, Walter L.: Address before Toledo 

Transportation Club; p 1042. 

Route: 

Carrier must use 
(Legal); p 717. 
Carrier should forward shipment as di- 

rected (Legal); p 296. 

If not designated, rate must be spe- 
cifically stated (Legal); p 840. 

Rate not applying via designated 
(Legal); p 839. 

Routing, Coal: Petition dismissed; p 936. 
Routing Instructions, Impossible: Initial 
carrier liable for issuing bill of lading 

(Legal); p 410. 

Routing, Terminal: 
(Legal); p 470. 
Routes, Through: Supreme Court refuses 
to establish between steam and electric 

lines; p 785. 

— Through, with interurban line; p 
Rule: Unjust application of (I C C de- 
cision); p 258. 


(illus- 


lowest available 


Shipper may direct 


S 


Safety Appliance Law: Commissioner 
McChord sums up work of government 
under; p 509. 

Safety Appliances: Hearing on; p 293. 

Safety Committee of American Railway 
Association; p 853. 


Sale of Freight: Lex loci governs 
(Legal); p 664. 
Salt Rates: 


Advances on from Kansas to Oklahoma 
points suspended; p 405. 

Complaint of Ohio and Michigan pro- 
ducers; p 343. 












Sand and Gravel Rates: 


Sand and Gravel 


Sand Rates from Ottawa, Kan.: 


Reparation wanted for non-concurrence 
of one carrier; p 424. 

— and rail to Chicago, hearing; p 

Advances from 

aoe to Texas points suspended; 

Pp ‘ 


Sand and Gravel Rates Argued; p 786. 
Sand and Gravel Rates: 


Carriers must 

maintain present from Wisconsin to 

Chicago (I C C decision); p 41. 

Rates, Mississippi: 

Court restrains; p 476. 

Hear- 

ing; p 790. 

Sand Rates: New Albany to St Louis 
eet unreasonable (I C C decision); p 


Sash, Door and Blind Rates: Advances 
from Louisiana to Texas points sus- 
pended; p 506. 


Scales, Dial, Facts About (illustrated); p 


481. 
Track: 
trated); p 445. 
Seaboard Air Line Divisions; p 716. 


New Design of (illus- 


Seeing America First; p 573. 


Servants of the Public: 
P. Matthew; p 321. 
Services Other Than Transportation. 

Shipper liable for (Legal); p 1106. 
Shipments Returned or Reconsigned: 
Carrier may demand surrender of orig- 
inal bill of lading (Legal); p 325. 
Shreveport Case: Date of order ex- 
tended; p 349. 
Shreveport’s Victory; p 266. 
Shrinkage, Allowance for (Legal); p 991. 
Shrinkage in Weight of Perishable Ship- 
ments, Allowance for (Legal); p 410. 
Sidetrack: Refund in payment for con- 
struction of (Legal); p 928. 

Sinks and Tubs: Same rate prescribed 
(I C C decision); p 1009. 

Sleeping Car Compartment Rule Upheld 
(I C C decision); p 907. 

Sleeping Car Service: Carrier need not 
restore (I C C decision); p 857. 


Address by Allan 


Smith, George H.: Interstate Legisla- 
tion; p 104. 
Smith, Hal H., on Co-operation: Ad- 


dress before National Industrial Traffic 
League; p 373. 
Smith, Milton H.: Defends 


terminal 
rights at Louisville; p 987. 


a S. H.: Approves high demurrage; 

p 873. 

Smith, S. H.: Concealed Damage Claims; 
p 1028 


Snead, Russell H., appointed manager ex- 
press traffic C & O.; p 712. ° 


ae Dignity and importance of; 

p 4. 

South and Southeast: New route to; p 
532. 


Southern Increases Facilities; p 928. 
Southern Railway Helps South; p 107. 
Southport, 8S. C., Improvements; p 389. 
Spalding, C. C., with portrait; p 281. 
Spokane Case, The (Washington Letter); 


p 425. 
Sproule, William: Andress before San 
Francisco Chamber of Commerce; p 
1103. 


Stafford, C. B., with portrait; p 797. 

Starch: Class rate applied to; p 713. 

Starch Rates: Advances from Cedar 
papen and other points suspended; p 
3 


Starch, Transit on: Douglas & Co., com- 
plaint, hearing at Chicago; p 878. 

Steamer, New Lake; p 52. 

Steamship Lines: New Haven will keep; 
p 711. 

Steel Drums Safer Than Wood (I C C de- 
cisions); p 151. 

Steel Rates: Connellsville case, hearing; 
p 877. 

Steel Rates: 
dered; p 199. 

St Louis & San Francisco Indicted for 
over collection; p 558. 

Stockyards Case, Decision in (Washing- 
ton Letter); p 941. 

Stockyards Case: Supreme Court deci- 
sion; p 967. 

ay a of Goods in Transit (Legal); 
p 234. 

Storage Charges After Unloading: -Per- 
missible (Legal); p 410. 

Storage: When on carrier’s right of way, 
proper (Legal); p 470. 

St Paul Association of Commerce: Or- 
ganization; p 534. 

Sugar At a Glance: Pamphlet; p 724. 

Sugar Lighterage at New York: Argu- 
ments on; p 606. 

Sugar Rate Order Postponed; p 281. 

a Rates: Fourth Section order; p 


General investigation or- 


f 
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Sugar Rates: Louisiana commission con- 
siders cutting; p 399. 
Sugar Trust: Order of Commission said 


to benefit; p 616. 
Sunflower Seed Rates: Found not unrea- 
sonable (I C C decision); p 744. 


SUPREME COURT DECISIONS: 


The United States, appellant, vs. The 
Reading Co et al (198); the Temple 
Iron Co, appellant, vs the United 
States (206); The Reading Co et al, 
appellants, vs The United States 
(217); appeals from the Circuit Court 
of the United States for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania. Nos 198, 
206 and 217. October term, 1912. 
(Dec 16, 1912); p 1086. 

The United States of America, upon the 
application of the Attorney-General, 
at the request of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, appellant (621), 
vs Union Stock Yard & Transit Co of 
Chicago et al; the Chicago Junction 
Railway Co, appellant (622), vs the 
United States of America, upon the 
application of the Attorney-General, 
at the request of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; appeals from the 
United States Commerce Court. Nos 
621 and 622. October term, 1912. 
(Dec 9, 1912); p 967. 

Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co et al, 
petitioners; Brooklyn Eastern District 
Terminal, John Arbuckle and Wil- 
liam <A. Jamison, intervening peti- 
tioners, vs United States, respondent; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Federal Sugar Refinery Co, interven- 
ing respondents. No 38. October 
session, 1912; p 814. 

The United States of America, Cincin- 
nati and Columbus Traction Co and 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
appellants, vs Baltimore & Ohio 
Southwestern Railroad Co and the 
Norfolk & Western Railway Co ap- 


peal from the United States Com- 
merce Court. No 648. October term, 
1912; p 755. 


Supreme Court’s Suggestion as to Com- 
mission’s Opinions; by H. T. Newcomb; 
p 822. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS: 


Baggage: Restrictions canceled; p 611. 
Barley: Advances on, from California; 
405. 

Boots and Shoes: Advances on, 
Boston to Atlanta; 615. 

Brick from New Mexico; p 294. 

Cars, Empty Freight: Advances on, to 
California from central western 
states; p 920. 

Cartridge Shells: From Chicago to Mis- 
souri River points; p 488. 

Cement, Etc.: Advances on, Chicago to 
conte Dakota and other points; p 
041. 

Cement: Advances by Western Mary- 
land; p 60. 

Class and Commodity: 
Missouri Pacific; p 663. 

Class and Commodity: Advances to 
Minneapolis suspended; p 608. 

Class and Commodity: Rail and lake 
from C. F. A. territory; p 59. 

Class Rates: Chicago and St. Louis to 
South Dakota; p 59, 608. 

Class Rates: St. Paul to Iowa points; 
p 60, 588. 

Class Rates from Iowa, North Dakota 
and South Dakota; p 544. 

Class rates, rail and lake, from C. F. 
A. territory to Minneapolis; p 231. 

Class Rates to St. Paul; & 454. 

Coal: Advances from alveston to 
Louisiana; p 60. 

Coal: Advances from Iowa points to 
Montana; p 60. 

Chairs: Advances on, from North Caro- 
lina to Boston; p 920. 

Coal: Advances on, from mines on Big 
Four; p 323. 

Coal: Advances in, from Southern Illi- 
nois to Arkansas points; p !18. 

Coal = Coke, Switching at Chicago; 

1040. 

Céal, Bituminous: Advances on, from 
Illinois to Iowa points; p 405. 

Coal: Cancellation of car ferry routes 
by Pere Marquette; p 872. 

Coal Rates, Joint: Cancelation of, from 
Colorado to Oklahoma and Texas; p 


60. 
Coal Rates, Joint: From [Illinois mines; 


919. 
chal Rates, Joint: From mines on 
Stony Branch fork of Louisville & 


Nashville; p 323. 


from 


Advances of 


Coal Rates, Joint: New Mexico to 
points in Oklahoma and Texas; p 59. 

Coal: Reconsignment at Detroit; p 982. 

Commodity: Texas common point ter- 
ritory; p 60. 

Cooperage: Advances on, between Chi- 
cago and Salt Lake City; p 60. 

Corn: Increase of minimum; p 254. 

Corn, Minimum: Advance of, between 
St. Louis and Kansas City and other 
points; p 920. 

Cotton Arbitraries; p 1109. 

Cotton Linters: Advances on, 
Texas to New Orleans; p 1101. 

Cottonseed: Cancellation of joint rates 
— Oklahoma to Arkansas points; p 

oes gs Concentration at Memphis; p 

Cottonseed from Oklahoma to Kansas 
City; p 231, 919. 

Demurrage: California charges; p 60. 

Distance: Elimination of, on C. & N 
W. narrow gauge ine; p 983. 

Diversion Charge at Detroit; p 293. 

Drain Tile: Advances on, from C. F. A. 
territory; p 323. 

Excelsior: Advances from St. Paul to 
Chicago and other points; p 565, 659. 

Excelsior: Bangor & Aroostook; p 730. 

Flax: Advances from St. Paul to Chi- 
cago; p 867. 

Flaxseed: Advances from Minneapolis 
to Chicago; p 546. 

Fruits and Vegetables: Advances from 
Louisiana suspended; p 608. 

Furniture; p 364. 

Furniture: Advances on, from Burling- 
gy a and other points to St. Paul; 


from 


p 4 

Furniture: Advances from Southeast to 
Pacific coast; p 440. 

Furniture: Advances on, 
Carolina points; p 919. 

Grain Rate Advance; p 309. 

—, Advances from lowa to Chicago; 
Dp " 

Grain: Advances on, from Kansas City 
to Southern Illinois; p 983. 

Grain: Elimination of break-bulk traf- 
fic to Trunk Line territory; p 614. 


from North 


Grain, Export: Reduction via Gulf 
ports; p 919. 

or Mixture of hay, etc., with; p 
18. 

Grain Products: Advances from 22 


oe in Southern Illinois to Texas; 
Hay: Advances on, from Eastern Colo- 
rado to Louisiana points; p 405. 
Heater Car: Advances by New England 
roads; p 526. 
— Pacific Coast to New York; p 


Horses and Mules: Advances from Chi- 
— St. Louis to Western points; 


p 792. 
Ice Switching in Chicago; p 267. 


Iron, Pig: Advances on, from Buena 
Vista, Va., to Philadelphia; p 386, 
1101 


Joint: Minneapolis & St. Louis and 
— Northern, cancelation of; p 
19. 

Joint Through on Kansas City South- 
ern; p 455. 

Knitting-Factory Products: Advances 
on, from Chicago to Fort Smith and 
other points; p 615. 

Lard: Advances on, from Rapid City, 
8. D.; p 615. 

—_ stock rates from New Mexico; p 


Logs and bolts to Nashville; 294. 
Lumber: Abolition of reconsignment 
privilege at Eagle Pass, Tex.; p 823. 
ae advances from Southwest; p 

1 


Lumber: Advances from southern ter- 
riwory; p 479. 

Lumber: Advances on hardwood, etc., 
from Arkansas; p 916. 

Lumber: Advances on, from Arkansas 
to Omaha, etc.; p 919. 

Lumber: Advances on, from Alabama 
points to Washington, D. C.; p 1040. 
Lumber: Advances from southern points 
to destinations north of Ohio River; p 

1101. 
Lumber: Cancelation of joint rates 
with Washington Western; p 982. 
Lumber, Cypress: Advances on, from 
Louisiana to New York and other 
points; p 60. 

Lumber, Cypress: From points on New 
Orleans, Texas & Mexico; p 714. 

Lumber, from southern points; p 369. 

Lumber, Hardwood: Advances on, from 
southwest; p 1040. 

Lumber: To Canada from Ohio River 
crossings; p 369. 

Lumber rates from southeast; p 323. 
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Lumber: Reconsignment of shipments 
from Pacific Coast; P 502. 

Manganese Ore: Cancelation of crush- 
ing ae 323, 

Meat from Oklahoma; p 295. 

— Edible: From New Orleans; p 


Oil Cake, Etc.: Elimination of export 
rate from St. Paul; p 919, 983. 

Oil, Linseed: Advances on, from St. 
ene to Chicago and other points; p 


Olives: Advances on, from California; 

P 3238. 

Ore, Manganese: Cancelation of crush- 
ing privilege; p 323. 

Packing House Products: Advances 
Oklahoma to New Mexico; p 982. 


Paper: Advances on, from Maine to 
hio; p 924. 
Paper Print: Cancellation of joint 


rates from Sault Ste. Marie; p 440. 

Passenger Fares: Advances on be- 
tween Washington, D. C., and Vir- 
gina point; p 1040. 

Petroleum: Advances are from Wells- 
ville, N. Y.; p 323. 

= Rock from Tennessee; p 


Pig Iron from Virginia; p 286. 

Plaster: Advances on from Kansas 
points; p 821. 

Potatoes: From Minnesota and Wis- 
consin; p 663. 

Potatoes in Heater Cars: Advances 
by New England roads; p 526. 

Rhode Island Arbitraries; p 874. 

Salt: Advances on from Kansas to 
Oklahoma points; p 405. 

Sand and Gravel: Advances on from 
Louisiana to Texas points; p 405. 
Sash, Doors and Blinds: Advances 
on Louisiana to Texas points; pp 

Starch: Advances from Cedar Rapids 


and other points; p 530. 
Stove Rate: Transcontinental; p 267. 
Switching at St. Mary’s Transfer, 
Mich.; p_ 60. 


Orne Coal and Coke at Chicago; 

Dp q 

Texas-St. Louis: Advances on certain 
commodities; p 497. 

Tile, Drain: Advances on from C. F. 
A Territory; p 323. 

Tin Can: Advances on from California 
to Arizona; p 797. 

Tin Plate and Sheet Metal: Advances 
on from East to~ Pacific Coast; p 405. 

Transcontinental westbound; p 369. 


Wood, Fuel: Advances from Wiscon- 
sin and Michigan to Evanston, IIl.; 
p 760. 
Sutcliffe, E.: Initial Carrier’s Liability; 
p 1028. 
Sutcliffe, E.: Roads should not charge 


for tariffs; p 971. 


Switch Connections: Cost usually as- 
sessed against shipper (Legal); p 268. 

Switching at St Mary’s Transfer, Mich., 
suspended; p 60. 

Switching Charges: Absorption not re- 
quired (I C C decision); p 900. 


Switching Charges: Carrier must absorb 
(I C C decision); p 22. 


aapetings Charges, etc (Conf Ruling); p 


Switching Charges, Richmond, Va.: In- 
quiry into; p 847. 

Switching Coal and Coke: Advances on 
at Chicago suspended; p 1040. 

Switching, Ice: Carriers must withdraw 
tariffs (I C C decision); p 597. 

Switching in Chicago, Ice; p 267, 

Switching: Is it Transportation?; p 990. 

wae Not Required (I C C decision); 


Switching Rule, Texas: Roads oppose; p 


+ 


Tallow Rates; Inedible: Proposed in- 
crease from Oklahoma to Texas not 
justified (I C C decision); p 959. 

*? Line Cases in Commerce Court; p 


Tap Line Cases: May be reopened; p 


Tap Line: Situation Relieved; p 440. 
Tap Lines: 
Attorney criticizes Commission’s de- 


cision; p 194. 

Broussard’s interest in; p 409. 

Get order allowing appeal to Commerce 
Court; p 711. 

Interest of northern industrial lines in 
decisions; p 409. ; 

Letters explaining Commission’s atti- 
tude; p 368. 





Tap Lin 
prohib 


Tariff I 
form; 
Tariff, 
change 
basis | 
p 747. 
Tariffs, 
CC de 
Tariffs, 
467. 
Tariffs: 
(Legal 
Tariffs, 
expendé 
Tariffs: 
Prefer: 
Roads 
Sutc! 
Shippe 
p 70¢ 
Tariffs, 7 
p 271 
Teal, J. 
387. 
Team T! 
use of 
Team T1 
Telegrap 
missio1 
Telegrap 
ices by 
49. 
Telegrap 
Telegrap 
p 411. 
Telegran 
ing); I 
Telegrap 
sages — 
Termina 
Termina 
391. 


Termina. 
to take 
Termina! 
of Chic 
Terminal 
of; p 3 
Terminal! 
by Jan 
Terminal! 
Terminal 
Terminal 
Terminal 
quires 
Termina! 
Defend 
Terminal! 
house | 
Terminal! 
Belt L 
Unio! 
Detroit 


Railroa 
Railroa 
Restr 
Texas S' 
970. 
Ticket, I 
Tickets: 
Rule Ff 
- Unre 
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Time — 
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(Legal) 
Time Wi 
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Tap Lines Not Common Carriers: Passes 
















































































































































































ents Traffic Club, Grand Rapids: Election; p| Trucks, Three-Wheeled Auto (Editorial); 

—- by employes of (Legal); p a ios: Das “ asey p 307. 

, mf ‘ raffic Club, nneapolis; p ° Trucks, Transfer, ark (illustrated); 
ush Tap Lines: Want benefit of divisions; p| Traffic Club, Newark, N. J.: Election, 414. ” . ai 

577. pp 838, 1047; Resolution as to Car | Trunks: ‘ 

Ss; PD Tariff Ambiguous: Basis for reparation Shortage, p 443. Hearing on limiting sizes of; p 704. 

claim (I C C decision); p 150. Traffic Club of New England, meeting; p Limiting size of; p 672. 
xport Tariff: Charges not named in; p 233. 993. Size of: Hearing; p 762. 

Tariff Index: C. B. Guthrie issues new | Traffic Club of New York: Nominations; 
1 St. form; p 531. p 724. U ‘ 
ts; p Tariff, Supplement to containing no | Traffic Club, Pittsburg: Meeting; ——. 

change of rate: Failure to post not a | Traffic Club, St. Louis: Annual dinner, | Undercharge: Commission declines to 
yrnia; basis for reparation (I C C decision); pp 926, 993; Nominations for Officers, determine liability (Legal); p 411. 

p 747. ; p 712. Undercharge: Delivering carrier must 
rush- Tariffs, Joint: Carrier should resume (I | Traffic Barometer, The; pp 282, 310, 367, collect (Legal); p 546. 

C C decision); pp 254, 255. 423, 427, 490, 559, 626, 731, 855, 943, 1060. | Undercharge, Liabliity for (Legal); p 887. 
ances Tariffs, Loose Leaf; by H. S. Welton; p | Traffic Head, An Industrial; p 328. Undercharges: Time within which to 
2. 467. Traffic League, National Industrial: Call collect (Legal); p 612. 
1e to Tariffs: Obligation of carrier to post for meeting; p 701. Unpaid Freight: Shipper’s liability 

(Legal); p 204. Traffic Manager, The First Industrial (Legal); 840. 
joint Tariffs, Passenger: Time for revision (Editorial); p 999. Unloading Ghute for Bulk Material (illus- 
» 440. expended; p 266. Traffic Manager, The First; p 1096. trated); p 238. 
be- Tariffs: Track Storage Charges: Not in accord-| Utah: Rates, Through: Carriers must 
Vir- Prefers to pay for; by C. S.; p 873. ance with published tariff, therefore! establish (I C C decision); p 28. 
Roads should not charge for; by E. illegal; I C C decision; p 686. 
N elis- Sutcliffe; p 971. Traffic World: Improved service (Edi- Vv 

Shippers should pay for; by G. W. W.; torial); p 795. - 7 ‘ 

ee; Pp p 706. Traffic World, Pass it Around (Editorial); | Valuation: Adamson bill for physical; p 
Tariffs, Transcontinental: Protest against; p 451. 120. 

p 271. Traffic World: Statement of ownership; | Valuation, Judicial or Legislative (Wash- 

ansas Teal, J. N.: Views on Panama bill; p |, p 786. ington Letter); p 1058. 

387. Transcontinental Rates: Hearing; p 644.| Valuation, Physical: New Haven road 
Wis- Team Tracks: Grand Trunk must share | Transcontinental Rates: Situation of Pa- wants to introduce in hearing on pig 

use of at Detroit; p 338. cific Coast; p 317. i iron rates; p 827. 
vances Team Track Tax, Chicago; p 398. Transcontinental Rates: W. A. Mears on;| Value of Goods: Right of carrier to be 


p 433. 

Transcontinental Westbound Tariffs Sus- 
pended; p 369. 

Transfer Service: Double pay unjust; I 
C C decision; p 901. 

Transit Case, The; I C C decision; p 70. 


Telegraph and Telephone Rates: Com- 
mission to confer on; p 459. 
as to Telegraph Companies, Exchange of Serv- 
ices by Railroad and (Conf Ruling); p 
. from 49. 


5. Telegraph: Orders for tickets; p 699. 


informed (Legal); p 612. 

Value of Shipment Lost or Damaged in 
Transit: Method of determining 
(Legal); p 57. 

Vassault, Examiner Dies; p 109. 

Ventilation Facilities, Refrigeration and: 





































































































































































































































Soe Telegraph Rates: Complaint regarding; ae Change of instructions (Legal); Duty of carrier to furnish (Legal); p 
2 411. 4 . . 
Toeqrame. Payment of Tolls (Conf Rui- | Transit Charges on Lumber, Proper; I C | vessels, Railway Owned: New Haven 
Rapids ing); p 49. C decision; p _, aay vice-president gives views; p 348. 
Telegraph: Words “bulled’”’ in code mes- Transit: Corn, Drying, Order on; p 225. | virginia: 
) 267. sages (Legal); p 471 Transit: Cotton, Order as to; p 931. Commission order relieves Newport 
ansfer, Tortie A New Gulf: p 390 Transit: Extension of privilege not sub- News; p 604. 
nicago; | Terminal, Bush: Extension of; pp 358, aa — claim; I C C deci- Corporation commission declines to 
stead a teisins: “Stas doe tow Toth Cte Transit, Grain: Complaint against Illi- gy tata of Richmond Transfer 
; sh: e . ’ : 
certain maine a p 468. ——— Railroad extension in; p 416. 
1c. FF. * Terminal: F. A. Delano outlines plans Hearing ‘ordered: p 942. 
of Chicago & Western Indiana; p 582. Hearing as to rules; 1045. w 
lifornia ba rane = Detroit: Proposed extension] [Indictments for substitution; p 710. Wages: Conference on trainmen’s; p 407 
of; p , ; Kansas rules modified; p 706. * 1 ‘ m ts 
vances Terminal Facilities Must Be Increased; | Transit, Log: Memphis case dismissea | “48%, 'ncreases: J. C. — 
; p 405. by James J. ; : (I C C decision); p 182. | 4 . 
369. Terminal, Freeport, Tex.; p 1102. Transit: Memphis regulations reasonable “We Loe ee (Washing- 
Viscon- Terminal, New Pacific Coast; p 1028. fe (I C C decision); p 218. Wages: Railway Hearing peeen- 168 
yn, Iil.; Terminal for Pensacola, Fla.; pp 389, 647. | Transit: Order will be vacated when car- Wagon Rates: Milburn Wagon Co AB 
Terminal Property: hee arunk ac- rier adjusts rates; I C C decision; P|" jower; p 730 ag 
ability; quires at Prescott, Que.; p = ; . . : : ‘ ‘ 
| ' Terminal Rights, Louisville & Nashville | Transit Privilege on Grain Assists Small “Wa eae Liability of Carrier 
charge Defends; p 987. Mills (I C C decision); p 141. Washington: — 
Terminal: Undercliff Terminal & Ware-|Transit: Privilege or Handicap? (Edi- Cc t holds i ; ‘ 
house Co (illustrated); p 842. torial); p 728. Setieutal" duet nee oe 
ly ng Terminals: + aes Transit Rate: Lumber, Excessive; I C C ciprocal Cemurrage rules; p sii. 
, P . Belt Line acquires property 0 cago decision; p 747. 
» Mich., Union Transfer Co.; p 458. Transit Rates, Not retroactive; I C C de- | WASHINGTON LETTER. 
Detroit Outer Belt; p 381. cision; p 153. 
not re- Improvements at Ludlow, Ky.; p 701. Transit Rates on Lumber Discriminate: Business Is Good; p -489. 
To improve Chicago; p 842. I C C decision; p 751. Carriers, Ownership of Common; p 121. 
t absorb Terminals, Port: Equipment of, by H. | Transit Regulation, Chteage & North- = Fanner eT ey reports 
McL. Harding; p 548. western, Hearing; p ‘ ; ‘ 
Texas: Transit Regulations at Memphis Rea- Coal Haulage: Is it profitable? p 69. 
ling); p Railroad Building in; p 497. sonable; I C C decision; p 218. Commerce Court Fight, The; p 217. 
Railroad Building Hampered by Rate] Transit Regulations, New; I C C decision; Courts Restrict Commission; p 729. 
fa.: In- Restrictions; p 1102. p 801. ogy. 7 ee ane Chairman 
’ ‘ ‘ . § routy’s suggestion; p ; 
Texas Switching Rule: Roads oppose; P| Transit: Rice; New Orleans wants privi- “ 
~eee = 970. > lege taken from Houston and Galves- nee ng He in Fix- 
vithdraw Ticket, Pennsylvania Outlaws; p 715. ton; p 232. ‘ "ing Rates; p 589. 
Tickets: N Transit: Southwestern Millers’ League Employes. Railway, Wages of; p 253. 
Rule Prohibiting Sale on Trains ot wants changes in rules; p 576. Fifth Section, The Amended; p 397 
?; p 990 . Unreasonable; I C C decision; p 260. Transit: Starch; Douglas & Co., com- Louisville & Nashville Melon; p 364. 
ecision) ; Time limit having. exp red. additional Loot! Sueniaaetar seer re Dwnership of Common Carriers; p 181. 


Transit: Supplemental report; I C C de- 
cision; p 1003. 

Transit: Supplemental report on; p 761. 

Transportation Agency, Continental, at 
New Orleans; p 418. 

Transportation Association, Chicago: 








Panama Bill, The; p 337. 

— Post: Market-basket rates; p 
Politics and the Commission; p 1002. 
Regulation, An Aftermath of; p 181. 
Regulation, The Greatest Question of; 


fares properly assessed; I C C deci- 
jppose; p sion; p 632. 
Time, Reasonable, for Transporting Goods 
(Legal); p 717. + 
Time Within Which Goods Must Be Car- 















































osed in- ried (Legal); pp 514, 577 Chairman Prouty’s talk before; p 454. p 798. 
xas not Tin Can Rates: Advances on from Cali- | Transportation, Free: Postoffice inspec- Regulation Under New Leaders; p 677. 
59. fornia to Arizona points suspended; p tors on pleasure trips should not be Spokane Case, The; p 425. 
Court: p 797. granted; 615. Stockyards Case, Decision in; p 941. 
Title to Property Transported: Commis-|Transportation, Free, to Joint Employe Valuation, Judicial or Legislative; p 
pened; p sion without jurisdiction to determine (conference ruling); p 49. 1058. 
(Legal); p 612. Tree Spray, Not Sheep Dip; I C C deci- Wages of Railway Employes; p 253. 
» 440. Thompson, Slason: New Zealand Rail- sion; p 1005. Water Competition in Dispute; pp 3, 
ways; p 477. Truck Body, Side Dumping (illustrated); 625. 
ion’s de- Tonnage Basis of Freight Handling; p p 354. Water Lines, Regulation of; p 311. 
i 532. Truck Crane, Battery (illustrated); p 297. Zone System to Receive Attention; p 
Townshend, J. H., with portrait; p 557. |Truck Experiment, Motor; p 328. 453. 
“ommerce Train Delay Report: Not to be sent to| Truck, Motor: Solves the reload prob- | Water Carriers: When subject to juris- 
, Commission; p 233. lem; p 355. diction of Commission (Legal); p 613. 
1 lines in Train: Schedules lengthened; p 763. Trucks, Motor, in Freight Service (illus- | Water Competition (Washington Letter); 





Trains, Sanitary Inspection of; p 5865. 
Traffic Club, Chicago: Field Day, p 403; 
Entertainments, p 672. 


trated); p 172. 
Trucks, Motor; General Motors Co. (illus- 


p 3. 
Water Competition in Dispute (Washing- 
trated); p 172 


ton Letter); p 625. 


yn’s atti- 
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Water Competition, Rail 
Acker discusses; p 460. 
Water Lines: Carriers may be required 
to establish through rates with; p 296. 
Water Lines, Regulation of (Washington 

Letter); p 311. 
Water Route: Chicago to Gulf-Pamphlet 
by William A. Shelton; p 318. 
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